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Preface 


Here in this treaty I could have written things that would be much more pleasing to you, yet 
certainly not more useful things than that which I have endeavoured to write’; indeed if the value 
of the work I set out to accomplish of rather completely rewriting not only our notions of politics 
but the very art of governing will be as sufficient as the toils invested upon it I neither know nor 
can consider much’ beyond that its adoption is even less likely than my rewriting of our most 
basic science of Physics, but alas here I put forth those sciences that can most greatly steer us 
toward a better future - heedless of your temper, which much prefer what is gratifying, I reveal 
here the full knowledge of the situation for you to more properly decide your course. 


On the wonderful Origin of Species, Robert linked what was up to that time distinct facts and 
showed how those were enough to show how species come to be; the entire focus was on fixing 
the wrong pseudo-biological ideas of the time so that it did not furnished what those facts also 
meant for their future - here I use those same facts to answer the long neglected question of what 
we can infer of their, and our, Fate. 


I wrote this as a complement of On the Origin of Subatomic Species where I show deficiencies in 
our modern framework of the universe and how we already have the answer to them by extending 
our more advanced views about the course of life to the rest of nature, but although so very 
profitable and enlightening to learn what makes a valid scientific assertion it is not a requisite to 
have read it and acquainted oneself with the details of Physics beforehand in order to follow the 
arguments in this treaty where, after discussing the general Fate of Species, I now apply Logical 
Succession to a much smaller scale than Biology, which is that of human government. 


This brief treaty has as a purpose to show how all human affairs are subject to the same 
framework of competition, reproduction, extinction and therefore Selection for some optimal 
form as any living thing; humankind being not more than a small part of Biology and Biology 
itself being nothing more than a small subset of Chemistry - and likewise just as there is no 
‘opinion’ in Chemistry so too in Political Sciences, Economy, Law-making and all ‘non-exact’ 
disciplines the concept of ‘opinion’ signifies nothing more than ignorance and guesswork by the 
lack of scientific rigorousness upon it. 


That is, there I treated of Natural Philosophy and here I do so in Political, and ‘Moral’, 
Philosophy; or rather I do what Plato failed to achieve and unify these later as a seamless 
undistinguishable part of Natural Philosophy. 


“rodtav éy@ Hdio pév Gv eiyov dpiv étepa émorédAew, od pévto1 ypnomatepe y¢, ci Sei capac siddtac To 
évOdde BovAedoao8a1. Kai Gua Tas PbOEIG EMOTELEVOS DHLOV, BovAOLEVOV LEV TH TO1oTA GKOvELV, 
aitiopévev dé botEpov, iv Tt dpiv Gm’ AdTAV LU] OpOoIoV EKBi, dopargotEpov Tynodpnv TO GANGES 
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The Steps To Extinction 


I - Speciation Is Specialization 


I would like to start saying something cool like ‘ninety nine dot nine nine nine per cent of all 
animals that have ever lived are not only already dead, but extinct’, but we have first to wonder 
what ‘extinction’ mean. 


It looks pretty obvious that it is ‘when all members of a species die’, although throughout most of 
human history it was denied that the gods would allow their creation to Just cease to exist forever, 
however we have the problem that the definition hinges on the concept of ‘species’; which 
happens to mean nothing at all in rigorous science. 


If you have no offspring, for example, your genes will go extinct; your parents produced you and 
their parents produce them and so on through a successful line of descent that now spans billions 
of years just to then be broken by you failing to continue it on - but do not feel bad, as just said 
well over ninety nine per cent of all things have failed too! 


And in our case we can leave much more impactful legacies for the future of our ‘species’ than 
some cool genes. 


But the point of that illustration is that you have unique genes; mostly from your parents, but the 
chemical gradient and epigenetic of how your parents lived, or just some unforeseen outside 
interference, led to a remix of their position and an inexact copy of the DNA strand making yours 
thus unique - even if you have a twin. 


So we can say that ‘your genes have gone extinct’, but just from what was said before that is rather 
meaningless since your offspring would not have your exact genes either; they would only have 
some approximate copy, and that they can get from your brothers or nearest kin - your general 


‘species’. 


Thus the old mystical term of ‘species’ is today maintained most often as any set of animal that 
can interbreed; which has several known ‘barrier’ for the process of successful reproductive 
offspring and which is very useful when discussing the genetic diversity of specific populations - 
yet not here. 


To see why let us go yet again back to that initial cool line; and then wonder ‘if so many are 
extinct then do we today only have a fraction of the species that used to inhabit the globe?’ or ‘is 
the world now much poorer in biodiversity than then all those species lived together?’ - to which 
answer to both is easily ‘no’. 


Simply we can just see how there were no lions in the time of the dinosaurs; we do not have 
mosasaurs in our sea today, but rather than ‘one species shorter’ we then have whales which did 
not exist back then - and we can understand why when we consider the consequences of such 
‘extinction’ not as some genetic pool in specific but the effects the animal has upon its 
environment and its adaptation to the same. 


That is called a ‘niche’. 


When the drifting ocean plates, for example, spread apart allowing the mantle to melt and flow 
out to the area of lower pressure we have the formation of new sea floor; of new underwater 
volcanoes - and of new volcanic island and their archipelagos. 


I do not expect even the less sane people to say that such lava had with it its own biota, but it is 
clear how from some mainland seeds are carried and animals likewise populating it as the 
conquerors of a new land. 


Some plants, like floating coconuts, will easily get there and so it is that we found the thing all 
around the globe within the climate band it can support, but some hardier nuts can be expected 
and from the excrement of birds come both nutrition and undigested seeds; amphibians are very 
rarely found on any volcanic island and we can see why since it cannot tolerate the salt water and 
thus also why reptiles and mammals will have more success in colonizing it - all after birds, of 
course, which go everywhere and also poor insects stowing away in seeds or the wind against its 
will. 


Thus we will have some coconuts, nuts and fruits besides pure leaves with some insects, 
herbivorous or insectivorous lizards and then some generic bird. 


The plants fill the island until there is no available land or resources and likewise the insects 
spread to occupy them all, but their population is soon reduced by a different factor as the lizards 
and birds feed on the insects and limit their numbers. 


The coconut is of course beyond the capacity of the tiny birds, but they might manage the nuts 
and they do enjoy the fruits; and as any breeder might tell you the beaks of birds, and their 
colouration and all else, is highly variable and they transmit it to their offspring so that many 
proudly claim that they can breed ‘any characteristic you wish’ given a certain amount of time for 
them to select from each generation that characteristic he wishes to enhance further - and 
likewise on the island the challenge of dealing with the nuts will be too great for the birds with the 
smallest or softer beaks so that they will prefer fruits, while those with larger and stronger beaks 
will benefit of less competition for his food of choice. 


The pressure on the beak and usage of muscles, if not by their brain throwing nuts on rocks, will 
lead to epigenetic changes in how their DNA is organized; and the chemistry of its body, and 
therefore the production of gametes, cannot possible be the same as with a different combination 
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of hormones and genes due to a different life style - and thus by usage, or desuage, that 
characteristic itself is subject to special attention as it is passed on.” 


Birds that tend to eat of the same thing on the same area are more likely to perform that selection 
mating with those of a bigger beak, but even if they mix and mate with those of the fruit-loving 
faction their offspring might not be so successful as the same competition and improvement for 
the best beak for fruit is evolving in there so that it would be worse than both ‘races’ in the 
competition of life; and thus those female with a preference for larger beaks will most often 
survive and transmit on their sexual selection for the most fit members of its race so that with ten 
thousand other factors of their behaviours we see nature itself so strongly now performing that 
‘breeding’ towards the best nut-eating bird. 


And there is also the insect faction; and some discovering a taste for lizards will be selected for 
talons and beaks with a sharp point to tear flesh as some piscivorous ones might be interested too 
- indeed that bird population is too successful and out of control, how advantageous if one of the 
lizard-eating kind start to prey on that plethora of passive birds all around! 


We thus see on volcanic island not the animals from the mainland, but slight different ‘versions’ 
of them; several ‘allied species’ clearly related, but not exactly like those of the mainland - with 
slightly different adaptations and behaviours from the shape of their beaks and wings to entirely 
new organs and interests. 


From a sparrow to an eagle, a giant condor, a goose or a coconut-carrying swallow. 
Even the coconut would not be safe for long; the nut-loving lineage could benefit of not wasting 
energy flying if it can get food safely on the ground by simply growing big - as it destroyed the 


coconuts, however, what would happen to it once the tree could germinate no more? 


Well, with no food it would clearly go extinct; the extinction of the coconut tree meant the 
extinction of the bird - and everything else that depended on either of them. 


That is a consequence of extinction. 


“And so the exposure to the sun darkens the skin not only of the individual by those stimuli inducing the 
production of more melanin, but those epigenetic changes cannot but affect the entire chemistry of their body 
and thus their offspring; the eating of wheat did not condemn all who were ‘too unlucky to get a mutation’ to 
death, but just like on the skin the entire population convergently evolved by that epigenetic change favouring 
the further development and repeated copies of that gene which was so excessively expressed. 

That is the greater point of Robert in how usage, after the ‘random’ acquirement of some characteristic, is 
what can bring it to such high degree of perfection; our modern model casually says it is a series of random 
ones, and nothing more, being selected by the mere reproduction of death of the animal is what lead to those 
structures; which is indeed entirely possible, but would take several times the age of the universe before even 
causing the simplest of changes such as the uniform dominance of some skin colour or several repeated genes 
coding for the enzyme for the digestion of starch on a population. 


Likewise if some pest strikes any tree or animal the birds that depend on them will equally suffer 
and go extinct with it, but as those disappear is the island now condemned to decadence? 


Supposing no new coconut appears there can happen something interesting; as plants that are 
digested are killed off from the population and only those able to resist survive their selective 
breeding goes on - the conditions might be advantageous for the nuts to grow bigger now and to 
grow on higher where the birds cannot pluck them before their time, or simply for the sake of 
sunlight which is the reason ‘trees’ are a thing since they are not closely related to each other but 
that just describes that general strategy. 


And so a coconut-like thing might appear; and the coconut-eater once again will eventually appear. 


The ‘original bird’ was like that also for exact reasons; it could eat of fruits and nuts so it was a 
generalist, and that was due from the competition from the mainland, but when species 1s extinct 
there, or a new environment just appear before it like islands, it will then spread and fill in the 
niches - the original bird too is now an extinct species, even though it left so many offspring, since 
it could not compete with the more specialized forms for any of those foods, but given the 
opportunity another generalist quite alike it will equally reappear. 


That, too, is a consequence of extinction. 


And that is why after so much extinction we still have a world so full of diversity; extinction, like 
death, happens non-stop and the production of new ‘species’, called speciation, quite like birth 
also happens non-stop - although just as cultists denied extinction it is, sadly, still common the 
baseless belief that somehow ‘new species’ cannot be formed even when it is both a necessary 
consequence of recognizing extinction as the result of the competition for life and the inheritance 
of characteristics from those most fit survivors. 


So that some ‘clearly distinguishable specialized animal that changed to the point its can no longer 
procreate with its original’ is the classical concept of species, although far from perfect as it is 
simply some arbitrary division we made up for convenience and not some extradimensional 
perfect Platonic Form that sets boundaries as some ‘natural law’ of a base model from which they 
partake from and from which their degree of variation is limited. 


But I do not want to talk about that; or actually, I do want to talk about that - the noble science of 
Natural History paints the wonderful picture of how our world has changed and how we, and all 
things around us, came, by a succession of steps, to acquire our current form and organization. 


We can spend thousands of hours travelling through time talking about we know for certain, what 
we suspect and all the speculations of what could have been! 


But that is not what I want to talk about in this treaty. 


That above definition of species is very well established and you can learn about the speciation of 
our humankind or any other animal in grand details all around the internet; the ‘species’ I want to 
talk about here is that of the succession and evolution of ‘niches’. 


II - Cursed Selection 


When first learning the mechanisms of biology, or perhaps just as a very feeble attempt at 
mockery, many ask ‘if evolution acts for the good of the organism, why then are there no laser 
guns on animals?’; or about wheels and any other thing that appear to be so superior in benefit to 
anything they have, but which we do not see being used in nature. 


With no need to diverge from our modern model we have the common replies that ‘evolution 
has no prescience’, to counter that sneaky introduction of some intention or will of some force 
‘for the good of the organism’, and then that ‘at each stage, it being useful to the animal, it is 
selected for’; so any complex ‘organ of great perfection’ as the eye was not ‘a mutation’, but 
almost countless from the simplest molecule which could be acted upon by light and being so 
very useful the mutations that rendered it useless and blind were fatal to the organism while any 
further improvement made the organism more fit to pass on those successful genes. 


And so without any ‘goal’ nature is simply in an endless battle; only those that manage to survive 
pass on their successful characteristics - forming not a March of Progress of some better and 
better lineage, but a branching tree speciating into countless forms of which only very few survive 
on and specialize further those more primitive parts where other lineages abandon those parts 
entirely. 


So then we see the nut-loving birds and wonder; why did it not evolve to have a metal beak fitted 
on a hydraulic piston rather than bones and keratin with muscles then and easily crack anything it 


wants? 


And from the simple competition, which leads to the ‘principles’ above, we can see that first it 
would first need to start depositing iron on its beak before making a hydraulic piston for it; it 
already has the haemoglobin protein for its blood cells so it would need a mutation to collect 
more iron and deposit it on its beak - which at first would make it beak heavier, more resource- 
intensive to build and likely just mess its structure into a weaker one. 


It would be less fit; the non-mutated birds would outcompete it - it was not going to be a 
beneficial mutation. 


And thus it would be good to have the metal beak with the hydraulic piston, however the changes 
towards that end goal are not selected for; it would require the beak and animal efficiency to 
become worse before it could start improving again to new heights - which less fit animals would 
be selected against. 


Far from being ‘perfect’ the savagery of nature is an awful designer; the best it can do 1s to make it 
‘good enough’ - never ‘perfect’, but simply ‘good enough for these exact limited conditions 
against this other shitty competition’. 
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Thus it is that our ‘so perfect eye’ has blind spots by its wiring system passing in front of it rather 
than any design; so that we, and giraffes and all mammals, have the nerve of our larynx going not 
straight to the brain from our throat, but down looping by the aorta at the heart before going back 
up - and how our backs and knees grow so awfully painful in their wearing and tearing since they 
are still so badly adapted to our upright style. 


And so on goes the barely-functional patchwork of nature; from tiny change to tiny change, 
preserving those that are at least not a detriment - no plan, design or goal, but merely the savagery 
of existing upon a sphere of limited space where not all seeds can germinate. 


The only known power that can analyse the present in order to infer the past and the future - that 
can predict, design and optimize for the absolute best - is the human mind. 


An organic computing device that was, of course, the product of that inferior selection of nature; 
but happily we have no developed bigger jaws to munch on roots, as our boisei cousins, but the 
brain capacity to learn how to boil it into edible softness. 


Two strategies that were both successful at the time, but which today left very different results; 
thus let us finish this mainstream concept that you can learn on any respectable place online so 
that we can investigate what our prescient brain tell us about those two paths. 


That state of an animal where it could be better, but it is ‘stuck’, is known as an ‘island of stability’; 
it cannot change because any small change leads it downhill in fitness - look for the ‘surface plot’ 
and see the wonderful graphic rendering of how all the selective pressure of the animal would 
drive it into a local maxima from which it could not reach all the taller fitmess mountains 
surrounding it. 


Selection merely drives it uphill; stuck on whichever peak it reaches it cannot ‘jump’ to another. 


But if we observe the wilderness the miniscule and poor cheap seeds of maize cannot have any 
profit in becoming a giant grain rich in sweet starch; or for the nasty hard banana to turn into a 
soft seedless desert in a convenient package - or any niche for a single wild herb to turn into both 
broccoli and cauliflowers or collard, kale and green or purple cabbage, much less from brussel 
sprouts and tiny turnip-like things to plants over six. How much less purely ornamental flowers! 


Of course cows too, or its calf, have no need for so much milk and so much fat; no chicken need 
such cumbersome bulk or could benefit from the giant waste of laying so many sterile eggs - and 
the ten thousand other changes domestication has inflicted upon animals, from the extreme 
deformation and incapacitation of dogs for mere whim to the stupid passivity of others. 


And how worse off our triploid fish and seedless plants! 
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That is called ‘artificial selection’ as if it is a different process, but all we did was to change the 
environment; our influence overwhelmed every other selective pressure so that we changed that 
finess surface plot raising, or funnelling, it whoever way we intended; although such 
roundaboutness should be soon past as we will much more directly engineer their desired 
properties at their DNA achieving an once undreamt level of usefulness from them. 


Nature, too, is far from static and the environments change; therefore changing with them those 
pressures and peaks of fitness - hardly there being the ‘islands of stability’ that have taken over 
biology. 


Rather our human mind can foresee those changes of climate; its effects - and how those selective 
pressures will change, just as we intentionally did so in our artificial selection. 


Now to the boisei and the sapiens, or more simply the birds; it can evolve the bigger beak to crack 
nuts, or it can fill that niche by developing the mental faculties to use a tool to crack it or fly high 
and drop it as some do - the former will go extinct with the tree as any plague strikes, the later will 
not. 


Of course it is not so easy to predict some pestilence that will wipe out the plant population so let 
us consider more certain phenomena; as the death of the flightless birds, and other animals, of 
that island as the sea level inevitably rises as the world leaves an ice age, and so on - a change in 
climate which is naturally a change of those selective pressures. 


Today a nice classification system for endangered species; or better saying, its ‘conservation status’. 
It is meant to show ‘how likely a group is to go extinct in the near future’; which takes into account 
the derivative of the population, that is the rate of increase, as well as the known threats. 


But as we can see even if both of those seem equally successful with a healthy stable population 
currently they future is very different; one bird has tied its fate to the tree - it is much more 
vulnerable to change and less resilient. 


On the revolutions of the surface-plot of fitness we can see it will be dragged down by its chosen 
path; whilst a much brighter future expects the other one - and so likewise we could draw that 
classification system to how beneficial some change was to the organism and predict its most 
probable future, since we have the foresight that evolution lacks. 


A famous anecdote nowadays that avocados have grown so popular is about their giant seed; 
something that obviously cannot be eaten by humans, who are one of the largest animals in the 
planet, and much less dispersed by all the others animals in the area - an adaptation that no 
doubt allowed it to remain alive as it passed the intestines of the megafauna that inhabited the 
region and so bigger and bigger seeds were selected for, but that as those giant animals went 
extinct it too was doomed to extinction. 


Until humans took a liking to it. 


But while the prospect seems so dreadful to some in how we would have never had such a fruit 
and our saving it from disappearing forever, it happens nonstop to some many things that exist for 
so little time we should never find even traces of them. 


One might be bewildered at the study of plants and of insects how many ‘different species’ there 
are; over eighty per cent of all animal ‘species’ are insects! 


But a closer look makes it clear the reason; of how flowers that look like female insects of some 
species or that have some particular smell will more successfully attract it and likewise the insects 
will develop abilities to make use of it - a tiny runaway evolutionary race where they co-evolve and 
soon become unable to live without the other. 


And then they die. 


The numbers make it seem like a successful strategy, but rather those who took that path are soon 
extinct at the slightest disturbance and new ones are falling on that trap continuously. 


Another lover of flowers are hummingbirds with their slender curved beaks and giant tongues so 
that they can enjoy the rich nectar, but much more impressive is their flight where they can move 
threedimensionally in the air and just loom still at the level of the flower to feed; adaptation which 
costs a ridiculous amount of energy and at a cold day where they need even more energy or if 
they do not find enough of the hundreds of flowers they need to visit to stay alive, they die of 
starvation. 


Flowers also evolve long petals, to which their tongue and beak is evolved to, and will go extinct 
with the hummingbirds after any period of bad weather, if there are no butterflies with their giant 
tongues to pollinate them still. 


What seems like the opposite of such strategy is that of the olm salamander; who live more than 
humans and can spend years without feeding - but then with such slow metabolism they have an 
equally slow rate of reproduction and distribution, vulnerable to extinct as it suffer to adapt to the 
gradual changes of every system. 


What those strategies have in common is that they are all extreme specialization; their adaptations 
move towards a peak that is beneficial only on the exact circumstances of the present, but which 
trap them into conditions completely fatal as the environment changes. 


And so the icefish of the Channichthyidae are famous for their colourless blood as they lost their 
haemoglobin; a quite unique adaptation that conferred to them advantage in not needing that 
expensive resource on its cold waters rich in oxygen, however such momentarily advantage lead it 
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into the trap injurious, and fatal, to all of its future - having now a much bigger heart than normal 
and much more fluid on its body than those who produce the proteins to carry oxygen. 


And their environment will continue on getting hotter, and thus holding less oxygen, so that they 
are condemn to eventual extinction just as that ephemeral abnormal environment it tied itself to. 


Much more common than that gigantic environment and gradual planetary cycle we have those 
that specialize to micro habitats; a well-documented example being the spray frogs of Kihansi 
which lost many of its adaptation to live on land since they adapted to their extremely humid 
environment at the spray of the waterfall - to which any change to the meandering river, from a 
time of draught to their path, would extinguish it. 


As did happen, although that change was a human dam and it was preserved in captivity. 


This is not a rare tale or some special animals; just as in island we find unique species, caused by 
their separation from the main population as they speciate further to their new environment, so 
too lakes are full of unique species as inverted islands and so too are mountains unique 
environments amid an expanse of another environment - so that as the climate warms and the 
cold mountain top change we are having a mass extinction of all the frogs and other species that 


only exist on one mountain each. 


Those species will all go extinct in the near future; the preservation of the Kihansi frog above is 
rather vain - we will not, nor is there any point, in creating an eternal stagnant artificial 
environment that will accommodate that organism. 


All those adaptations and changes that drove those species up the mountain were undoubtedly 
advantageous to the organism and they very likely outcompeted their own breathen taking their 
place and in turn being surpassed by the next specialized form of it, but of course to us who can 
predict the future that was a very stupid change that sealed their fate to certain extinction as that 
very environment was doomed from the start - yet this is the work of blind selection. 


Sea turtles are a symbol for the ocean pollution, but we affect them in so many different ways; one 
which is light pollution, as our artificial lights attract the babies to death, by predation or 
dehydration or exhaustion, since they evolved to follow the moonlight - on the same light 
pollution there are our artificial reflective superficies which reflect polarized light just like water 
and thus tricks aquatic insects into deposing eggs there in vain. 


And so on with sound pollution and many others where we directly, intentionally or not, make an 
useful adaption become harmful to them; that is an already known concept and called 
‘evolutionary traps’, but those are some very limited case in comparison to the greater scope I 
have mentioned above. 
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They are more akin to the concept of ecological traps; which is when a disaster strikes and 
destroys an environment so that the animals there are forced to flee to a new place. To judge how 
good the new place is they use the presence of some plant or humidity or climate and so on, but 
those measured trained for their former environment do not directly translate to how good it is to 
then and so we often observe animals migrating to a poorer environment - but that has those 
characteristics of their preferred environment - instead to a medium quality one. 


Every multicellular organism is in itself a complex environment, as an ecological island, and a very 
‘successful’ strategy would be for a cell to stop contributing to the general order, and suiciding 
after a few divisions, and instead hog the maximum resources it can while dividing and spreading 
to the best of its capacity; that is indeed what those discreet organisms do on the greater forest- 
organism or any other environment and what we humans so mindlessly have done to the extreme 
in this last century - but of course such blind ‘success’ known as ‘cancer’ is in reality the very 
doom of that species rather than the successful change to a brighter longer future as it in truth 
shares of that harm it causes since the collapse of that host-environment means its extinction too’. 


Or back to that volcanic island, how successful would be an adaptation where a bird could straight 
out eat the wood directly? Extremely so; with free food everywhere all yearlong with competition 
only with its own direct brothers. But of course we straight away see how utterly fatal that success 
would be for everything else on the island, including itself; once they ate the last tree they 
themselves would starve with no options left just as they killed every other animal - we see how 
that so immediately advantageous selection is a cursed success, so eerily akin to our own 
behaviour, that dooms them to extinction rather than increasing their resilience and amplifying 
their future options. 


And that is what I meant with the above that we can judge how good some change is; not only to 
its immediate success, but for the long term if it makes it a more resilient species with more 
options to further diversify and improve or if it is more like the event horizon of an evolutionary 
black hole where it falls into an arms-race with itself or some other dependent organism into the 
dead-end of extreme specialization doomed to extinction at the eventual inevitable change of its 
environment. 


In view of that cumulative nature of the choices we can now classify organism not in how they are 
faring immediately, but on the grand scheme of nature; where is it headed - how bright or 
doomed is its future when considering the future revolutions and changes that will take place in all 


environments? 


‘There is a ‘one-celled dog’ of a cancer that not only survived the immune system of its original host, but that 
of others dog too turning into something akin to an infectious disease; so that rarely cancer does survive the 
original organism, but of course the point in question remains entirely unchanged as its future is a bleak 
downward spiral of genetic degeneration. 


III - Favoured Selection 
Let us consider lions. 


They hunt in packs; their success rate increases, they care for the wounded and they so well 
protect their cubs - although not so much for the last one as a new head of a pack will kill every 
baby of the previous leader in order to further his own species, but on the giraffes they hunt, 
zebras, buffalos and elephants the pack so well protects the young. 


Social behaviour leads to the development of many new capacities, and the specialization of 
individuals, rather than the narrowing down to a single strategy. 


Rhinoceroses are one of the most famous endangered animals, but even as we try to save them 
they make it very hard; their aggressive behaviour make them kill each other more than any other 
threat while in conservation - just as tigers with their solitary behaviour and giant territories have a 
nature that directly opposes all our attempts at helping preserve it. 


The tiger is very fit for its environment, but its environment is not eternal; and it is not fit for 
change - as for lions they have an entire environment that the tiger lacks, the social environment, 
where ideas are passed on and selected infinitely faster than the hard-coded behaviour of genes. 


Much beyond the mere physical help of a group the distinct culture they develop is akin to an 
organism; instantly tweaking each of its parts to fit the immediate necessities with incomparable 
plasticity in its behaviour - a new more efficient way of selection as comparing unicellular to 
multicellular life. 


Tigers live in a wide range of environment, not only plains as lions, and can perform much more 
impressive feat of strength be it on a direct fight or outcompeting lions in the pursuit of prey in 
land, arboreal environment or water; yet just as it can easily also kill or outcompete a single 
human it has no chance against the pride of lions working together just as it has no chance against 
the collective human society - that single trait by itself give such different future prospects to 
animals that are so similar anatomically. 


It is thus that it is not the most fit animal of some period that leaves its offspring to rule over the 
next, but the most versatile; as the most specialized, and fit, to that exact condition is extinct with 
over the new 


the change of conditions it is the most flexible who then radiates and tak 
environment - and as that too changes over time it will once again not be the offspring most fit to 
the new environment, but the most efficient at adapting. 


On a short time scale, as in an static environment, it is the most fit who takes the advantage, but 
nothing is static in nature and be it from the repeated natural cycles, catastrophic events or just the 
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drift of the biota it will change; time after time - preserving the most efficient at Selection on and 


on. 


That is simply saying that on a changing surface-plot the most fit are truly those that can most 
readily adapt to the changes, and not those who at some point reached some local, or absolute, 
maxima in some static frame; in the long term then that blind selection is asymmetric as it 
directionally selects for more efficient means of selection more than anything else - on a changing 
environment, as the world is, versatility is the optimal strategy eventually selected for. 


Taking a look at our young earth then we would see how by their densities the elements are 
selected deep into the mantle or high in the atmosphere and everywhere in between shoved 
exactly whither the conditions of their environment selected them for; and some times that 
collision is enough to bind the atoms into molecules which by their stability and by their 
production are present at some concentration in that abiotic earth. 


We see some molecules doing something strange, however. They do not seem as random or 
ephemeral as all the others, but to our mind they exhibit a pattern as if it had some purpose; their 
shape and organization does not cause some ‘random effect’ on its surrounding like many others, 
but that effect selects exactly for replicating itself - it exhibits then some structure and selects for 
the periodic increment of it, a crystal. 


But it has still to wait for those materials to get close enough; how much more effective and 
blessed by selection would it be if it could swim and gather those materials? 


Selection favours nothing more strongly than that improvement of selection itself.’ 


As the first structures that we arbitrarily would call ‘alive’ appear, be them free-swimming DNA- 
like things around vents in a free environment or already within their closed oily environments, 
they copy themselves and suffer mutation from all that disturbance around; so that some stability 
for the process of copying, some cell wall, is strongly selected for as the improved means of 
selection itself. 


Specialization is as fickle and dangerous as on the greater organisms; it happens nonstop, and like 
rock stars they are very successful for a single moment and then die young. 


Yet they can form colonies; if many cyanobacteria come together it is best for some to generate 
only sugar from the sun and some others be kept alive with that sugar produced by others in 
order for them to simply produce nitrogen - some coordinated and flexible specialization. 


* Selection selects for more efficient means of selection. Beautiful. Read On the Origin of Subatomic Species 
in order to see how indeed there are ‘laws’ and ‘elementary particles’ in physics just as much as there are 
‘species’ in biology; that is, an arbitrary term based on old creationist superstitions rather than the scientific 
understand of how that shape and behaviour evolved from a series of sequential steps selecting for it. 
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If we peer into those unicellular bacteria we see many structures already that would be worthless 
on their own, but which addition to some other ‘main structure’ of a self-replicating organism that 
can also replicate that structure make them valuable; and further on single cells that have many 
organelles and complex specialized parts within it that could not function on the free environment 
outside - and then our multicellular selves that not only sustain that complex super-specialization 
of cells, as no free-swimming one could ever find advantageous to have such specialization by 
itself, but also to create our very personal environment where the effect of outside interference in 
our exact replication of the entire structure and its organization to each are so strongly selected for. 


Bacteria are ‘very successful’ when you consider numbers alone and how wild spread they are and 
some unicellular things are very resistant to things that would kill many times over big animals, yet 
all that more-complex selection increased the resilience of the animal and its future; the most 
versatile lives on - a little change in PH in the water will kill them, while more ‘advanced’ things, 
more resilient things, can just walk out of the pond or have some complex mechanism to deal 
with it. 


If our planet explode, or rather when it does so since it will fall out of orbit and be thrown adrift 
in space or engulfed by the sun, such less resilient things will be doomed with it; and only some 
that evolve means to survive in space, to gather resources and to define a direction to flee to will 
survive - that is the only term resilience that the simpler organism cannot achieve, but which the 
continue selection of better-means-of-selection leads to as the most versatile lives on. 


There is thus these plateaus on our surface-plot where a revolution in the means of selection 
themselves leads to a new wave of possibilities and different environments; which truly is the only, 
very arbitrary, difference between the selection of chemicals and crystals to that of ‘living beings’. 


With this in mind we can now consider the future; what all these facts infer about how this world 
will change and the fate of the creatures in it as we are living on the onset of the new explosion of 
complexity as a new means of selection, and finally one with foresight, 1s produced. 


18 


IV - The Fate Of Species 


Ninety nine dot nine nine nine per cent of all animals that have ever lived are not only already 
dead, but extinct; and ninety nine dot nine nine nine per cent of all animals that are currently alive 
today will not eventually only die, but will go extinct. 


That should be an obvious fact from even any shallow consideration of the initial phrase, and 
much more from the previous pages stated here. 


But of course that does not mean we can continue in this our mass extinction rampage just 
accelerating the inevitable; if we want to be one of the zero dot zero zero zero something we have 
to take much better care of our environment than what we have done in the last few centuries. 


To unveil then how they so die let us analyse the more fit and successful organism that will 
outcompete them; that favoured by selection on the longer term as they amplify their options 
rather than diminishing them - the more intelligent ones. 


That also implies a different and more concrete definition of ‘intelligence’, which is often treated 
as a very hard thing to compare between animals. 


So let us take bees; and while a bunch of them seem pretty ‘dumb’ and simply use their own 
cocoons to put the honey in the most famous one looks like a genius building the most efficient 
structure possible for the storage - hexagons. 


Ants are also famous for their buildings; as if prescient of meteorological phenomena they build 
their house with a complex defensive architecture; not only the usage of air pressure hindering the 
water to flood in, but there are paths for the absorption and redirecting through the earth with 
drainage channels controlling the very climate within their home - they also partake of the 
eusociality of bees and some even kidnap infants of other species to use as slaves, besides those 
that practice agriculture and only forage for leaves to feed their fungus which then eat. 


We humans only started agriculture a few thousand years ago, while the ants have been going at it 
for millions of years before primates even came into existence, and only more recently our 
science advanced enough for us to understand the structural marvel of their buildings. 


But is that the indicators of intelligence? 


Such discoveries drastically advanced humankind since from them we inferred further their 
meanings, but the stagnant state of those animals should already hint that something is not right if 
those feats are the ‘intelligence’ we are discussing. 
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For example some ants have grown so dependent on their slaves that if they are taken away they 
are no longer able to feed themselves; even with abundant food stored they starve to death waiting 
for the non-existent slave to bring it to them! 


Likewise farming is a much more common practice; sloths grow algae on their fur while many 
animals at hydrothermal vents cultivate chemosynthetic bacteria on their body which then they eat. 


Just as Robert, seeing that, we can clear see that is very far from intelligence, but merely some 
‘very polished’ instinct. 


Thus ‘intelligence’ I define as that very ‘versatility’ which is selected for; not some hard-coded 
instinct to perform some action, but that part of the brain able to perform computations and 
produce a personalized answer to the problem. 


Faster than any coat of hair or layer of blubber can grow or beak and claws be adapted to a task 
some creature becomes able to analyse its conditions and procure the solution immediately; this 
new plateau of intelligence is what is most strongly selected - as a more efficient means of 
selection. 


Many birds, octopussies and primates are known for the usage of tools and are on the process of 
selection for that breakthrough, but of course humans are the only example we have left of this 
lineage with a brand new means of selection; which was often called a ‘soul’ and the thing that 
differentiates us from all animals, but which of course is merely the result of that blind selection in 
producing some organic computing device - which has already produced designs that would 
never come to be by the previous less efficient means of selection. 


We do not need to develop resistance to poisons, and which it would be impossible to all, and to 
diseases as we can study and produce the cure instantly selecting the possibilities in our mind; we 
do not even need to make a coat against the elements above, as we can directly control the climate 
be it with a shelter, a city environment or on a larger scale - and faster than any animal run, fly or 
swim we can build instruments for that, and directly change that DNA to express more helpful 
traits and cure its defects rather than waiting forever for the previous means of selection to weed it 
out. 


That is our present situation in the reality we are living right now and not some prediction; which 
sounds greater than the wildest science fiction even if we stay at the more tame one that we are 
already sure will happen - and at that situation we can now also consider the vision of absolute 
terror that it brings to the future of all other species. 


We have, mostly quite intentionally, greatly changed the environments of the world with the new 
urban biome and long farmlands just as with the mass extraction of resources, but it came to our 
attention that we did much also unintentionally as the product of our work to improve our lives 
led to drastic changes on the chemistry of the earth. 
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Our worry on that front is not just about ‘saving the animals’, but we depend on those ecosystems 
to sustain our society and as they fail, and as the weather gets more extreme, our lives get worse; 
of the little over a hundred billions of humans how have lived most died before reaching twenty 
years old - today we have crushed most causes of death that have haunted humankind, but also 
some new ones have appeared peculiar to our own age. 


Thus we are at the time that it is being decided how to deal not only with this immediate climate 
crisis, but with the very engineering of our planet; for decades now there have been ever more 
strict regulation of every product in stopping the pollution and release of chemicals that we have 
unknowingly harmed the world with, but even if that was sufficient we would not then just stop 
leaving ‘nature’ to run its course - we will clean up the trash we left, but we will continue on 
further in changing those environments to a beneficial way for us. 


Three years ago cargo ships were forbidden to use their polluted fuel, however far from being all 
positive gains that ban is also harming us since the pollution unintentionally served as nucleation 
sites to seed clouds and thus increase the albedo of the planet reflecting light back to space; so 
that more than just stop messing it up we have to proactively change that environment, as spraying 
water up in the middle of the ocean, in order to improve it - we will now intentionally change 
those environment not only to fix it back, but we will artificially select that environment for the 


general benefit of all. 


This balance of ecosystems are maintained by the systems themselves; each animal and plant play 
their parts as a giant self-correcting clockwork - which is also why our disturbances have been 
mostly ignored until we saw that if we push too far we break those cogs and it all collapses 
downhill unable to fix itself back. 


So that when some apex predator goes extinct we put it back in; as famously the helicopter 
dropping of wolves in the Yellow Stone Park so that the system would fix itself back as the 
uncontrolled elk population was harming all other things in there towards collapse - and when 
some new species comes into an environment and has the advantage of lacking predators there we 
call it ‘invasive’ and work to exterminate it. 


We do not let the course of natural selection to just run; waiting for some carnivorous elk to rise 
or the system to collapse until a new one spreads back and so on - that would be very 
troublesome to us and so we interfere and shape those natural environments to that artificially 
stable and controlled state. 


Indeed wildfires are such an annoyance to us that the United States went into a war against it and 
stopped them from happening entirely; just to then suffer catastrophic giant wildfires like never 
before - so that now, learning the world is much more complex than some impulsive thoughtless 
decision, we perform intentional wild fires to get rid of that flammable accumulation and to allow 
the trees to feel the heat that control their lifecycle, but we do it when it is most convenient to us. 


That control and manipulation of the environments will only increase; and when the introduction 
of some animal or its encouragement does not cut it, we will put on our own solutions - it will be 
replaced by the more efficient, more fit, alternative that we ourselves create. 


We receive a multitude of services from nature, and we deal with many harmful phenomena; and 
we will continue on doing our best to mitigate the later and improve the former. 


We have done much of that unintentionally and most often to our detriment as that wildfire case 
above or this current blunder of our climate crisis with its mass extinction rapidly underway, 


Not merely as this blunder of our current climate crisis with its mass extinct that is rapidly 
underway, but now we are already geoengineering to both fix our mistakes and to improve the 
services while mitigating the harm of those environment while inevitably in time our products will 
succeed them as more beneficial to us than the unproposital blind fate of nature; we will not 
forfeit the future and stagnate, and if we do that until we rot and go extinct that course will be 
followed by some other species later, but continuously geoengineer towards what is more fruitful 
for us - not on our unintentional reckless of the present, but consciously of the controlled change 
for a less hostile and more optimal world. 


For already today no natural might can now resist our hand; it is thus impossible to ignore it any 
longer and so haphazardly wield it with no care, but to prevent harm to both the world and us we 
will have to direct our hand to intentionally cultivate and nourish it to the healthiest state. 


We have long suffered in our agriculture as we slowly understood the advantages or certain 
climates, certain soils, the treatment of those and of our care against pests and in favour of 
nutritional matters; until we understood the chemical makeup of such food and produced our 
own fertilizer for more optimal plants we selected for - and now the population quadrupled from 
a hundred years ago, most of whom eat the food produced by a single same process to capture 
atmospheric nitrogen for crops rather than the natural nitrogen-fixing fungi of certain roots. 


On many other things we are entirely dependent of nature and share the fragility of all the 
numberless layers of organisms and natural processes we have to rely on beyond any control or 
even proper prediction of their behaviour; and as soon as we can we will also take control of such 
factors that leaves us at the mercy of whimsical nature from the oxygen and carbon cycles to the 
temperature of our planet, its composition and all destructive phenomena - in which course we 
will have to replace the current systems as they lead to mutual inaptitude in relying on those 
factors beyond our control. 


In our whim we may choose to keep pets and pristine reserves for our pleasure; we may create 
mammoth-like animals or any other, but if left in the world they will go extinct either by directly 
dying or by being select to be more akin to more fit modern forms - the only way to keep such, 


and preserve our modern ones in the future, is to also create and maintain that unique 
environment for it for in nature nothing will last. 


As humankind both expands and advance less and less of ‘wilderness’ is left; both because that 
word is entirely ambiguous meaning nothing truly defined to be able to be discussed and then 
because as we come to explore and understand how it all is connected and thus the impact they 
all suffer we no longer consider it that ‘untouched nature’ of wilderness - and as we continue 
advancing the less ‘wilderness’ there will be. 


Not because we will turn it all on farmland or cover the ocean with fish pens, but exactly for the 
reason many so wildly want to ‘restore the mammoth steppes’ by bringing large grazing animals to 
keep that giant plain; because we understand how much more powerful of a carbon storage it is 
than forests and most environments and all others useful services we receive from it - Just as 
forests have their proper services and the swamplands we have filled over are being dug back to 
play their role in the water cycle capturing carbon, filtering and stopping floods. 


We need those services; and thus we need those environments. 
But are they optimal and perfect doing the best possible job? 
Very far from it; and we can calculate and tell how flawed they are. 


We will thus change them; we will control the conditions for them to flourish favouring that which 
is most useful to us, we will make metal machines that help them do that job and we will finally 
genetically engineer that bio-machinery to achieve the optimal service they can provide - that is 
the niche available in our future, and the species that fill that niches are the ones who will survive 


on. 


That is the Fate of Species; our current environments did not exist long ago and will not exist in 
the future - but this time rather than the usual gradual drift and change it is a single organism that 
will take, and has taken, them all over, with our organic and metallic crafts being the new species 
that will outcompete all current ones. 
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Economic Disadventures 


I - The Selection Of Ideas 


Now that we have quickly gone over the natural world, which proper details and consequences 
can fill ten thousand books, let us pass to the main dish of this treaty; the way humans conduct 
politics and its economy - are we ready to tackle that monumental change of the world? 


The answer is clearly a resounding ‘no’. 


In fact we have the technological power to solve almost all of our current suffering and which has 
cursed humankind with no cure throughout all its history, but it is the mis-governance and not the 
lack of capacity to perform it the great cause of all current misery; indeed the progress of our 
science is so grand that our incompetent governments are overburdened by its greatness and 
more threatened by internal decay from its misuse than by the outside powers of nature. 


Besides all such self-inflicted harm of our internal strife there is still the question Just treated in 
how we adapt and deal with a world that is changing, and that we are changing; yet I will not treat 
of what we ‘should’ do, but purely of the science of how to do it - be the goal to erect giant 
pyramids sculpted in the middle of deserts or by carving entire planets throughout the cosmos 
and any such show of our devotion to the gods, be it making a world of our arbitrary moral 
‘Justice’ and equality or be it the very different goal or improving the quality of life of humankind 


forever on. 


Whatever the goal is they all require the same thing; power. On the most literal sense of the 
world; the capacity to accomplish something - which, by definition, is what is requisite before 
anything is brought to pass. 


As Romulus taught the Caenians; vain, without power, ire is’ - and so is all good intention. 


No matter how much devoted one is to his gods, without mathematics and architectural 
engineering he cannot build grand monuments in their honour; no matter how much we love and 
wish to save those close to us from cancer and death, without knowledge in medicine and the 
proper tools we have no hope of doing anything that will accomplish our goal - and so too trying 
to end misery and poverty is a worse than fruitless endeavour without the mastery of the 
governmental sciences. 
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“Sed effuse uastantibus fit obuius cum exercitu Romulus levique certamine docet uanam sine viribus iram 
esse.” 


- Ab Urbe Condita, From the Founding of the City, I: I. 


Science will not tell us ‘the meaning of life’ or force us to choose a certain path; it is no more and 
no less than the pure comprehension of how the world works - and thus the steps necessary to 
achieve our goal, to which our defective sciences or pure guesswork have attempted not only in 
vain but most often with disastrous consequences increase that which they supposedly tried to 
eradicate. 


Now the manner of our inquiry is very simple; we will consider the popular ideas of ‘equality’, the 
everlasting attempts at authoritarian social communities and our more modern savagery of a 
falsely free market - and analyse under scientific scrutiny how they fail to accomplish their goal, 
and what that bountiful collection of experiences in many government tells us about the proper 
art of politics. 


To start let us go upon one of the first distinction learnt on a modern macro or micro Economy 
class; that of normativism and positivism, which I will mostly use ‘moralism’ for the former and 
‘science’ for an extension of the latter - I will therefore mainly show why Science is to be taken 
rather than blind mindless guesswork in considering the consequences of each method. 


For example ‘moralism’ is saying ‘a lion should only eat meat’ and also ‘a lion should only eat 
grass’; these two opposite parties then say ‘why is that so?’ and all we get from their exchange is 
the endlessly yelling of their opinion at each other to the detriment of all - which opinions we 
cannot even say that they are wrong, but that not asserting anything in reality they simply have no 


sense.’ 


Positivism, on the other hand, asserts ‘if the lion eats only meat it will be healthier’ and also ‘if the 
lion eats only grass it will be less aggressive’; the lion might be sick from eating only meat and it 
might be angrier at eating grass which it lacks the intestinal biota to digest, but the point is that 
some assertion was made about reality which we can test and confirm or deny - quite the contrary 
of the moralism one which, once again, is a stupid waste of breath since ‘should’ is a mere absurd 
incoherent of all meaning that tells us simply about his fantasies of what he ‘feels to be right’ 
rather than any factual and tangible aspect of reality. 


’ “For there can be no certainty of the last conclusion without a certainty of all those affirmations and 
negations on which it was grounded and inferred. 


I should not say he were in an error, but that his words were without meaning; that is to say, absurd.” 
- Leviathan I: V. 


On those two phrases we could then ask ‘what does it mean that it ‘should’?’ and so descend into pure 
philosophy; in arguing about what is Virtue and what reflects the perfect forms of Right and Wrong - which 
only conclusions, of the Soul and thus the divine will that determinates such values, are purely metaphysical 
and if the reader holds any interest or confusion upon such fancies I destroy them halfway through On the 
Origin of Subatomic Species. 


Actual science then, going a step further, does not simply asserts some random thing and verifies 
if their guess works or not; which simplistic view is thoroughly shown to be flawed at the first 
attempts as every subject will show results in differing degrees and rather than accepting one 
random assertion as the cause we soon learn that it is some extremely complex phenomenon with 
dozens of factors influencing it in differmg degrees - that then is Science, the building of a 
framework of the world. 


Thusly it rather asks ‘what effects has the ingestion of meat in the metabolism of the lion?’ and 
beyond any opinion or doubt our investigation will simply detail the chemical processes and 
biological pathways involved so that we can know what results will be produced by meat or grass 
or another kind of plant or wood or artificial feed produced from many things; we then choose to 
feed meat, grass or whatsoever will produce the result we truly desire to achieve - likewise when 
the lion is sick Science does not guess that some herb will fix it or pray for the favour of the gods 
to descend upon it as miracles, but it can affirm what disruption of the metabolism that disease is 
and what is needed to fix it. 


Modern Economics is based on such positivist assertions, although most often ignored since the 
rest of our political system is well below in its progress; this Science described above, then, is an 
extension of that random positivism and is the result of so much trial and error in discarding 
wrong ideas and selecting further for that have been found to work - but we can go still one step 
further in extending the implications of that Science and through that Method of ascertaining the 
validity of assertions we can with our honed foresight artificially select that beneficial improvement 
rather than continuing on our blind selection. 


Science tell us the results of some disturbance to a system, but as a disease rages on through the 
population or as the meaty prey becomes rarer or the savannah grassland turns back into forests 
or the earth axis covers the Sahara green once again we know which lions will better resist the 
pathogen or the advantage of those better able to digest grass or those better suited to climbing the 
new forest environment or running across the new fertile plains; we can tell which will live and die 
and how that species will change by the compound causes and effects of each of those scientific 
facts we have ascertained. 


Thus if our goal is nothing more than to have lions that eat grass we cannot just force grass down 
their throat or if we want to end poverty to just throw money at the poor; in one case the lions we 
wanted alive will just die and in the other the poverty we wanted extinguished will just grow, with 
nothing but a greater misery ensuing from our foolish actions that came from simplistic fantasies 
of ‘opinion’ - it is only through that exact science that we obtain knowledge of reality in what steps 
we have to take in order to produce that final goal, but even if we directly engineer the genetics of 
the lions so they may eat grass or if we eradicate misery the lions will evolve back to their former 
station and misery will rise once again unless we also have that environment that continuously 
selects for such stable desired final state. 
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As said Power, the capacity to accomplish something, is our goal in our politics; to become more 
knowledgeable and acquire the tools that will make it possible to make our intention a reality - we 
must then govern with the purpose of creating that environment that selects for such most optimal 
increase of our Power, but for the sake of simplicity and relatedness I will assume the general 
purpose of that Power to be the general improvement on the quality of life, since that good of 
humankind and its Power converge into one as the former depends on the later to produce and 
secure it, so that we may more easily frame our examples." 


I could go on almost endlessly on the great lessons exemplified in history and the many most 
pleasant or distasteful anecdotes that accompany them, but I did not go on about every animal in 
Natural History and much less will do so with every character in History; rather once again I will 
treat of their niche - the general strategy and method they have approached government. 


Showing the distinction of the good ideas which have been selected because of the benefit they 
provide to us, which are those of science, and then of that selection that has happened because 
the idea was benefitial to itself rather than to us; as the sweet lies which so trigger ours brains with 
simple magical solutions and thus propagate themselves as a virus from people to people by 
mouth. 


I will mainly criticize common models in how they are moralist devoid of all science and sense, 
and show how they err or get it right on the rare occasions they do assert something; how our 
most common br-partite ‘ideologies’ not only fall flat from reality lacking in all rationality and how 
even if their plan were realized it would produce an unhappy world far from the dreamt utopia 
they set to make. 


*“Wealth, population and power are, after all, only valuable, as they tend to improve, increase, and secure the 
mass of human virtue and happiness.” 

- Observations on the Effects of the Corn Laws, but which on his Principles of Political Economy he goes 
into depth about finding ‘a proper definition to Wealth’; and here my point is that all, or any other 
nomenclature, is meaningless before the only actual parameters which is the gained capacity to accomplish 
something, viz ‘Power’. 


II - Enquiry Into Equality 


History is not about the memorization of some names and dates, as most ‘teachers’ think, but the 
comprehension of all the forces and events which shaped the present we live in’. 


Such vicissitudes of destiny which appear before our eyes as ‘historic events’ present the biological 
succession of how this social biome changed; not only in showing how the wealth of Zhou did not 
appear from nowhere, but also as mirrors so that we may examine our form” - lenses which not 
only allow us to properly study the constituent parts of the past to understand the present, but also 
making it clearly visible the results of the historical succession of the present in what future it will 
beget since the present instant is a gift from the preceding instant and the giver of the instants to 
follow". 


Thus let us start with one of the oldest, and best, writings we have: “Those who acquire ability and 
knowledge succeed better than those ignorant; the laborious have better results than the otiose - 
and the most diligent who live with more care and reason have more safety than the negligent and 
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careless.’”; so beautifully puts Ksenophon in the mouth of Cambyses with all the simplicity and 


* “Der Unterricht itiber Weltgeschichte in den sogenannten Mittelschulen liegt nun freilich auch heute noch 
sehr imargen. Wenige Lehrer begreifen, da8 das Ziel gerade des geschichtlichen Unterrichtes nie und 
nimmer im Auswendig-lernen und Herunterhaspeln geschichtlicher Daten und Er-eignisse liegen kann; da es 
nicht darauf ankommt, ob der Junge nun genau weif, wann dies oder jene Schlacht ge-schlagen, ein Feldherr 
geboren wurde, oder gar ein (mei-stens sehr unbedeutender) Monarch die Krone seiner Ahnen auf das Haupt 
gesetzt erhielt. Nein, wahrhaftiger Gott, darauf kommt es wenig an. 

Geschichte ,,lernen“ heift die Krafte suchen und finden, die als Ursachen zu jenen Wirkungen fiihren, die 
wir dann als geschichtliche Ereignisse vor unseren Augen sehen. 

Die Kunst des Lesens wie des Lernens ist auch hier: Wesentliches behalten, Unwesentliches ver-gessen.” 

- Mein Kampf, My Struggle, I. 


; RAJA, 
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, Jiayu: Guan Zhou, II, where Qiu comments of Zhou; studying the past success in order to 
properly produce an equally successful future. 
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-Reae: 


" “Mais le résultat que chaque instant présente dépend de celui qu'offroient les instans précédens, et influe sur 
celui des temps qui doivent suivre.” 
- Esquisse d'un Tableau Historique des Progrés de |'Esprit Humain: Introduction, Sketch of a Historical 
Picture of the Progresses of the Human Mind: Introduction. 


" “Ti yap, Eon, © Tai, pévoat éxeiva, & ToTE £50KeEl Hiv, w¢ Gtep SeSOKaow oi VEoi padvtac avOpdrtovs 
BéAtIov TpattELW 7H GvetioTpLOvas adTaV Svtac Kai EpyaCopévovs LOAAOV avbtet i Apyodvtas Kai 
éMpeAovpévonc dopadgotepov av Siayew 7 apvraKtodvtacs TOUTOV, —TApsYOVTAS ObV TOLOUTOUC EAVTODS 


absolute clarity of his style - putting this principle forward not simply on Economy, but in all 
aspects of life. 


Next he puts on the mouth of son, the great king, that how unfair then would equality be for all to 
harvest the same thing when each produce different results; “Or is it not impiety to pray to the 
gods asking victory on the rodeo when he never rode an animal and the golden medal in archery 
when he never shot or all other superiority over all those who have knowledge on that which he 
never trained? Not less sinful is to ask to have a good harvest when he did not even sowed or that 
he have health and any goods of comfort when he, differently from the diligent ones, did not 
macerate his drinking to take care of his body neither controlled his expenditure in pleasures to 
amount for future benefits.”” - so that being impossible to force the inapt to succeed the only way 
would be to force all to fail, and take away their freedom to perform any different actions so that 
they may have the same equality of results. 


This is called ‘geometrical equality’ where each is thus reward in proportion to what they do 
rather than the absolute homogeneity of ‘arithmetical equality’ where all have exactly the same 
reward regardless of what they do; a basic moral principle agreed to by most, and through which 
most people promptly reject that absolute equality as rather than ‘fair’ to be immoral and wrong - 
yet let us consider how, if our goal is absolute homogeneity of wealth between all individuals of 
society, it could be achieved and the results of it. 


I find fit to start with this most trivial and simplistic theme, since it is so wide spread to those who 
want to have an opinion, supported purely by its own ignorant convictions, without the trouble to 
actually thinking about it to either develop how such a system could possibly be put into practice 
or the consequences if such bizarrerie were to exist; I was even conflicted if I should do 
something so wasteful as to treat of this magnitude of stupidity when no one who has had a single 
thought considering the subject would endorse it - yet, by the nauseating ubiquity of calls to fight 
against ‘inequality’ I am convinced it is truly needed to start here. 


otovg dei, ob THG Hiv E50KeEt SEiv Kai aiteiobo1 Taya8G Tapa TOV Dedv;” 
- Kvpov Hotdsia, Cyropzedia, I: 6: 5, but I paraphrase both this and the next rather than an actual quote. 


“Nai pa At’, pry 0 Kdpos, pépvnpar pévtot toiadta dKovoas cov: Kai yap avayKn pe TeiPeoOa1 TH Adya: 
Kai yup 0104 o€ A€yovta si dco OdSE HEmIc Ein aitEioAa1 TOPs TOV De@v odtE immevdew wn WAaDdvTaAs 
inTopayodvtac vay, obtE LN EMLoTApEvoUs TOEEvEew ToEEbovtas KpatEiv TOV EMoTALEVOV, OTE LU} 
émotapévovc kvBepvav oa@lew siyeoOat vats cuBPepvOvtac, ovdé p11] oTEipovtic ye oitov edyeoOa1 KaAOV 
abtoic pbecOan, OSE LT] PLAATTOLEVOUS YE EV TOAEH® OMTNpiay aiteioAaL: Tapa yup Tods TOV DEdv 
Oeopods Tavta. TH TOLADTO Eival: Tos 5é GOELITA sbyoLEvous OLoiws EPNOOa sikdc sive Taps HE@v atoyEIv 
orep Kai Tapa avOpaTov arpaxteiv tovcs Tapdvopa Seopévovc.” 

- Kvpov Hotdsia, Ciropédia, I: 6: 6. 


‘Geometrical equality’ is often called ‘meritocracy’ nowadays where each receive based upon 
some agreed ‘merit’, but which most deny that to be the case; and most ancient works then focus 
solely on ‘morality’ and discuss thus what is the perfect form of ‘virtue’ that should measure that 
‘merit’ - but before that let actual discussion let us treat here of this lowest point of baseless 
guesswork about ‘absolute equality’ with no division of ‘poor’ and ‘rich’ with no one being at 
some station in life any worse or better than anyone else. 


A common entrance-point into to these views is in how ‘it cannot be right a system where a 
footballer receives so many times more to play a game than a doctor to save a life’ or how ‘CEOs 
do nothing and hold ninety nine per cent of the world wealthy while people who actually work 
hard everyday like masons get just the minimum to survive’; let us see then how the current world 
organized to be that way to see what parameters we could change to try to set it to some desired 
different result. 


I once observed a ship engineer and his friend, who having absolutely no qualification was left to 
operate the awful bilge pump during travel; awful both as the illegal practice so harmful to the 
environment and as literally barely functional - so that at dinner I spied their conversation where 
the pump operator complained about wanting equal treatments, since he worked a sweat trying to 
keep the pump working and got his shirt stained all over while his friend merely ‘chilled’ at the 
deck and bridge. While all his hard work got him the most basic wage and accommodations in 
contrast to his friend receiving many times more and other advantages for ‘doing nothing or some 
simple typing and drawing’. 


The friend laughing asked if his abilities and functions are also equal to his for him to receive the 
same; and basically that it is not possible to produce the same result through different 
components. 


To which the operator just laughed slyly too, before the friend got more serious asking if he was 
also ready to take on the same responsibility handling the life of all sailors and his own which 
would depend on the exactness of his calculators to determinate the alterations to fix the ship; and 
besides the moral weight he went on into the many possible fines of many times what he makes 
on a single job in case he made a mistake or merely failed to achieved the promised improvement 
- which was followed by a very nice remark asking if he was ready to be condemned and thrown 
in jail for the reason of still being unable to foresee the future and thus not warning about some 
unexpected extreme events of earthquakes and rogue waves, which was a jab at the outrageous 
condemnation of six seismologists for homicide in L'Aquila after they reported the reality that 
they saw no signs of any incoming. 


After that the conversation went downhill with him morally bragging about how in reality the 
‘irresponsible floor-washers’ receive much more if he is to weight the actual contributions and 
responsibilities of each party; in how then the contributions that his friend can make are such 
menial work, and that the fault is in the life choices of his friend, while his contributions can 
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instead save dozens of times more what he received on each trip of the ship because of the 
increased efficiency, less costs of repairs and so on - but most interesting what the point he was 
trying to get, that ‘effort? was completely irrelevant and rather a show of how inefficient and 
incapacitated someone is in producing something useful so that only the results were worth 
something. 


And so he ended up saying how he actually should be paid much more; and if his ‘easy’ work 
seated in a cool room begot a greater positive good than the work of fifty people working hard 
sweating under the sun then it was only right that he should receive in accordance to his 
contributions and more than all of them together. 


Quite roundabout, insolent and self-righteous, but we will treat of that ‘right’ to something or 
‘merit’ later; for now let us extract this insight into how salaries work - it is, obviously, the offer 
and demand for certain works that dictate the price of each good, but let us go into this ‘moral’ 
view that leads to inequality as ‘right’. 


His claim is that only the results produced matter, not any ‘effort’ or the like; we ask then, is there 
anyone who pays his wages based on the intentions of the worker and not on the service done? 


A carpenter do not really want to give his furniture to others or drivers carry people around, but 
merely work to make a living; but if we hire someone to fit a small leak on our roof and he, on his 
intention to make a living and fix it, ends up bringing down our ceiling, breaking our furniture and 
burning out all our electronic with the flood from the pipes he broke - would we still pay him? 
Or what if some thief steals and murders just for that same intention to make a living, and that can 
be quite a lot more effort than a normal job; is there any who judges then all to be the same then 
and who will pay for that ‘intention’ rather than the result from that work?" 


“ORR: RETA, HARA, LER, BOSE ? J 
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Ro AFREL ? RUF ? | 
Bo: [fas 
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- EF. IB SCZ, Meng Zi Teng Wen Gong, II: 9, I make a most violent addition to the dialogue where Ke so 
beautifully argues about the house breaking and that thus all pay not for the ‘intention’, but the work 
performed. 
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And that is common moral argument for inequality; where some free people to make choices 
about what they want to buy and what they want to offer determinate the prices - the world we 
mostly have today. 


Let us go step by step through that process and think on the consequences of each change; there 
is no ‘system’ as some giant evil antagonism controlled by some mastermind, but simply a set of 
axioms from which basic rules all the rest is elicited. 


So we wake up in the morning and decide to go to work; that is, we will produce something that 
someone wants and exchange that for something that we want. 


A friend of ours, then, wake up in the morning, but is he forced to go to work? And is his forced 
to go to work doing the same thing as we do? Or can he choose to rest and spend his day lying 
about on the grass? 


Most will probably say that each person can do what so ever they want; that ‘freedom is a basic 
human right’ or things like that. 


Will our friend then, who spent his die frolicking on the grass, receive the same salary as us? 


Most will to promptly say that it cannot be; rather than equality that ‘it is unfair to receive it 
without working’. 


Is there anything in this situation that should be changed? 


The freedom of choice leads to different outcomes; that is, each person will ‘deserve’ a different 
result. 


Some then may say that the problem is those who gain more than them; they have no mind to pay 
to those poorer than them - as if unfairness 1s about there existing those at a better condition than 
them, so that it is common to estipulate a simple law that ‘only those who work are paid their 
wages’. 


Then let us look at our friend again who instead of just lying about decided to get some paper or a 
canvas, or even just mud, and make a work of art out of it. Are people forced to buy it? Or do 
they only buy it if they want it? Who has to pay that friend of ours his ‘wage’ for that work? What 
if he instead decided to ‘work’ by bringing together a bunch of blades of grass or making holes on 
the ground; who will pay for that heavy work he is doing? 


If we go on this dialogue will some random people on the street they would be thoroughly 
exasperated at this questioning of their “common sense’, but if they deign to answer they should 
say something akin to ‘only those who want it will buy it’ and that ‘work has to be something 
useful’ - all while yelling at us that we are making up problems that do not exist in reality. 
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But then we have to ask; who judges what is ‘useful’? 
God? 
The government? 


These simple events are a hint to the fact that all such concept of ‘pay’, ‘merit’, ‘usefulness’ and all 
other words used are completely arbitrary and furnish no more than an ambiguous view rather 
than a rigorous definition; which lose all sense when truly scrutinized and analysed in view of 
reality - the answer we arrived here is that the only way for equality is for the government, or 
whoever defines ‘usefulness’, to force everyone to work in what they themselves chose to ‘be 
useful’, or then to pay even to those who do nothing. 


Which one is good, or at least an improvement of our situation? 


The former is the idea of communism that we will treat on the next chapter, and which is so 
repulsive to our sense of freedom; the later seems even more immoral than our ‘problem of 
inequality’. 


Something bad happening to a good person is as saddening and hateful as something good 
happening to a bad person; rather than ‘equality’ of the same thing happening to all it is ‘the due 
reward’ to each that virtually every author has treated about. 


But let us go on in our attempt at absolute equality. 


Our friend having his sculpture or painting the answer was that no one is forced to buy it; simply 
who wants it - rather than the government or any central authority people naturally leave to the 
free market to decide what is useful to them and what any price is worth. 


And so we see ten people lining up for that artwork; one offers fifty monetary units while other 
offer sixty. Is our friend forced to sell it only for the value of what we gain in a day of work, since 
he made it within a single day? 


What if it only took a few minutes, and not the entire day, should he sell then for less than what 
they are paying? 


But to whom out of the ten people should he sell it? 


All of them want it, but it is not possible to ‘have equality’ and all of them have it; there is only 
one of that artwork - and if the ten could have it, what about the ‘equality’ o all others who do not 
even want it? Should everyone be forced to have it since one person wants and have it, so that 
they all become ‘equal’? 
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Of course the government would have to come again into the scene to enforce that and force 
everyone to abide to that price; since even if he sell it for a day work, fifty, because of his beliefs in 
equality, who would stop the buyer from selling it for another for a hundred? Is he forced to also 
sell it for fifty? Does that count as a work day for him, transporting the artwork to another hand? 
And to whom 1s that being sold, to the first who made an offer? 


What if our friend does not want to sell it, but even so people want to pay money Just to go to his 
house see it; 1s he forced to let them enter his house for free or can they not even see it since 
paying for entrance would make him more rich than other people? 


We can see this quickly evolving into our current system and how people by their wants for some 
limited product, that is offer and demand, define the concentration of wealth; and in any point of 
that process in which we interfere to force ‘equality’ things turn into a despotic nightmare instantly. 


Many justify saying that ‘being an artist is risky’ or that ‘investing is risky’ so that ‘they can get rich, 
but they can also do all of that for nothing’ or that ‘he got rich with a single song or painting, but 
that took years of studying and investment in training and hard work while you were lazing around’ 
as if that increased their ‘merit’ or moral criteria for receiving wealth, but of course that is just 
more of the ambiguous meaningless words of purely imaginary morals as before, now simply 
from the opposing party, that have no use in this actual analysis of reality in how value is 
produced and accrued. 


So let us move the scene one step deeper; and let us ourselves take one step back and rather than 
participating on it to arbiter between two parties - for it does not matter what is ‘good for us’ 
personally or what we ‘think it should be’, but the State has to considers the actual results of each 
regulation and so make them for the general good of the nation and not of any individual or 
group. 


‘It is for base men to think on the conform and favours they will receive instead of having in mind 
the virtue and effects of the law’”; and before any actual consideration of the science of Economy 
and Politics we must understand it is not from ‘our’ point of view included within, but that of the 
Government managing society from above for the sole goal of improving the State. 


We have now before us two farmers who work on planting their farms. 


One choose to plant in two fields while the other preferred to plant one field and erect some 
protective structure upon that one field. 


vee. [AES th, Meith, Moth, SEZ BL, |” 
- aaa: F(—, Lunyu: Li Ren, XI. 
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Will they receive the same if the other has double the things to sell? Or should they receive the 
same and one farmer then have the advantage of having that building as a bonus since he would 
gain nothing planting and producing more? 


How could we produce ‘equality’ out of that? Is his building the own reward for his work and 
equivalent to the extra money the other received for his fruits, as the ‘justice’ of the free market 
without us interfering in anything? 


What if there is a storm and the one who worked so much planting two fields is left with nothing; 
and the one who built his protection has his fruit to sell. How will they receive now? 


What is ‘equality’? 


The ‘justice’ of the free market is clear; he produced nothing and contributed nothing to society, 
and so society does not have to pay anything to him - no one pays for ‘intentions’. 


At this point many protest, and so wide spreads are social programs, that ‘the right answer cannot 
possibly be to let he on his own to die of hunger’, but of course it does not go beyond such 
mindless ‘should be’ protest with no real analysis of the results that changes would do that that 
system; and to put it explicitly that ‘he should not have the freedom to deal with the consequences 
of his life choices’. 


Yet, the ‘moral’ being meaningless, we as the State simply have to ask; do we pay the same or 
both farmers who worked all season long even if one produced nothing? And who is paying for 
that production of nothing? 


The other receiving his equal pay he will use that money to eat and survive, but on the market 
now we only have that single produce from one farmer; is it ‘equality’ to divide that produce 
between the two of them and deprive the first farmer from half of his produce to give to the one 
who produced nothing? 


What if both produce nothing? Who is paying for it, and what is there left even to be paid? 


What about a third farmer who only plants a tenth of his single field, but who takes the utmost 
care of his produce; is he forced to sell that at the same price as the produce of others and go 
hungry by the fewness of it or is he free to ask whatever he wants and selling each unit for much 
more than a low-quality unit to get more money than the one who planted two whole fields? 


What if he sees his neighbour who did not treat his field against plague to be in ruins, should he 
perform violence upon his own field so that they will maintain equality? 


Or as his harvest grows should he go around cutting the head of the largest grains and go about 
flaying the best ears rich in corn so that they will be the same size as the others? And should we 
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ostracize the farmer who dare to break the mould and produce unequally more than the 


average?” 


" “si 86 tic EoTW Eis TOCODTOV StA@epwv KAT’ EpETis DTEPPOANY, 7} TAsious pev Evds LN WEéVTOL Svvatoi 
TApoOLa TapacyécOat TOAEwC, HotE LT} ODUBANTIV sivat TIV TOV GAAWV GpETiV Tavt@v LNdSé TH Sdvaptv 
adt&v Ti ToAtIKIV Tpdc TH éketvoy, si TAstovg, ci 8’ ic, TH éxeivov pOvov, ObKETI DETEoV TOOTOVS LEPOS 

TOAEMS: GSiKNHOovtaL yup GELODpEVOL TOV towv, &vioOL TOOODTOV KAT’ GpETI SvtEs Kai THY TOALTUKTV 

dbvapiv- dorep yap Vedv év vOpaTOIc sikdc sivar TOV TOLOdTOV. HOEv S*AOV Sti Kai THV VoLOBEGiav 
avayKaiov civat Tepi Tods isouc Kai TH yévet Kai TA Svvépet, Kate dé TOV TOLOUTOV ODK KoTL VOpLOG: adTOI 

yap siot vOuoc. Kai yap yEAoiog dv Ein vopobEtEiv Tic TEIlpmpEvos Kat’ adTOV. Aéyotev yop Gv tows dtep 

Avttobévg En tovdc Agovtas SnuNyopobvtwv THV SaovTOSOV Kai TO icov EELobvTMV TavtUs Exetv. 510 Kai 

tidevtai TOV oTPAKIOLOV ai SNLOKPATObHEVvaL TOAEIC, 51d THY TOLADTHV aitiav: adtoL yap SI) SoKodot 
dike tiv iodtyHta WAALloTA TAaVTMV, HOTE TOds SoKOdvTUs DirEepéxetv SvvapEt 51G TAODTOV fj} TOAVELAIAY H 
Twa GAANV TOATUKT ioydv MOTPAKICOV Kai LEBioTAOUV EK Tig TOAEWS YPOVOUG MPLOLLEVOUG. LVAOAOYEITAL 

dé Kai Tods Apyovattas tov ‘Hpakréa kataAuretv 14 toadtyv aitiav: ob yap é0éAEw adtov cyew tiv 

Apy® [Ete TOV TAWTHPOV TOV GALov, OG DITEPPGAAOVTA TOAD. 510 Kai TObS WéyovTas THV Tupavida Kai 

tiv Lepiavdpov OpacvPpovAw ovpPovriav oby ATAds ointéov OpOdc EmitLav (Pai yap TOV Hepiavdpov 

eimeiv pév obdév POG TOV TeLLPOEVTA KIpUKE TeEpi Tic OVLBOvAIAC, APaIpodvTA dé TOG UTTEPEXOVTUS TOV 
OTAXYVOV OLaAdVaL TV Gpovpav: SbEv GyvoodvtOS LEV TOD KPUKOS TOD ytyvoLévon Ti aitiav, 
amayysiravtos 6é TO OvETEOOV, OVWOT|OaL TOV OpacbBovAov Stt dSéi TOs UTEpExovTAs Gvdpac dvaipEiv). 

TODTO YUP OD LOVOV OVLLMEPEL TOI TUPEVWOIG, ODSE LOVOV Oi THPAWOL TOLODOLY, GAN’ Opoiws Exel Kai TEpi 

TUG OALyApyias Kai Tag SnLLOKpatias: 6 yap OOTPAKIOLOG THV adTIV set Sbvapv THdTOV TVA TO KOAOVELV 

Tovs DTEPEYOVTUS Kai PvyadEvEL. TO 8’ ATO Kai TEPi THs TOAEIC Kai TH EBV TOLOdDOLV Oi KUPLOL TIS 
dvvdpEws, oiov AOnvoiot pév TEpi Lapiovg Kai Xiovg kai AcoPioug (Emel yup OGttov éyKpatds Eoyov TI 
apy, EtaEivooav adtods Taps Tas OvvOT|Kac), 0 6é Tepodv Baotreds Mfdovc Kai BaBvAwvious Kai THV 
GAA@v tods TEPPOVNLATIOLEVOUG 510 TO yevéoOat TOT’ ET GPyTic EMEKOTTE TOAAAKIC.” 

- Tloartucé, Politics, I, where Aristotle goes about the literal policy of ostracism; a thing used by democratic 

States and tyrants alike in order to get rid of their most outstanding individuals in order to maintain that false 

sense of equality of all or unchallenged absolute power by having none gain any influence or prosperity. 


“6 toivev Hepiavdpoc kat’ apis Lev Tv HmdtEpos TOD TaTpdc, éeite 5é OpiANoe SV ayyéLov 
OpacvPobvrA@ TH Mujtov tupavwva, TOAAG Et1 EyEveto KvyéAov pLatpovatepoc. TELMWaAs YUP Tapa 
OpaocbPovrov KipuKa étvvOdveto Svtwva dv TPOTOV GOPAAESTATOV KATAOTIOEMEVOS TOV TPNYLATOV 
KOAAMLOTO. TI TOA EmitporTtevbol. OpacbPovdAog dé TOV EAOOvTA Tapa TOD Hepidvdpov eErjye EEW tod HotEos, 
éoPis bé Ec Gpoupav éoTTUpLEvH dpa TE StEEN1E TO Atlov ETTEIPOTOV TE Kai dvarToOdiC@v TOV KTPVKA KATO 
tH ad KopivOov &mén, Kai éxdAove aisi SKkws tive 1601 THV GoTAYV@V DITEPEYOVTA, KOAOVOYV 5é EPPITTE, 
é¢ 6 tod Aniov 16 KdAMOTOV TE Kai PabbtatToV dEPVEIpE THOT TOLOUTa diEEADOV 5é TO YOPiov Kai 
dmo0éuEvOs Eroc ObdEv GuTOTELUTEL TOV KPUKG. VOoTHGaVtOS 5é TOD KpUKOS & TH KdpivOov Tv TpPd8vLOG 
TovOdveoOat Ti birobiKnv 6 Hepiavdpos: 6 5é OvdEv Oi EON OpaobPovaov broléo8at, Donde te adtod 
Tap’ oidv uw dvdpoa dronéuyets, dc TapaTAfyé te Kai TOV EMvTOD SWELOPOV, GITNYEdLEVOS TH TEP TPOS 
OpacvPovdAov orares. 
Tlepiavdpos 6& ovvisic 10 TouVEv Kai Vow toyov dg oi DETIDETO OPAOLPovAOG Tods DTEI|POYOUS TOV GOTHV 
govevew, évOadta 51) Taoav KaKdTNHTA éEEpatvE & TODS TOATAGS.” 
- Iotopiat, Histories, V: 92, although Herodotus says that Periander learnt from Thrasybulus, which is the 
opposite of what Aristoteles says, the silente example of going around the field cutting the tallest and biggest 
ears of corn. 
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We are thrown on endless, and meaningless, difficulties when we try to uphold such ambiguous 
term in real life; all words are arbitrary, and not some correspondence to some perfect Platonic 
form, and unless we rigorously define them beforehand they are of no use to such exact 


operations - and if we completely ignore such terms we can simply see the reality of the results we 
are left with. 


And so we arrive at the answer that much on the contrary it is the bigger ears that we want to 
cultivate further and for the best farmer to rule over the fields on the best way possible. 


And so it is by no guesswork or ‘opinion’ that we solve questions as ‘A farmer plants on the 
proper time and sells his production; yet would another who had the same work and intention, 
but which his foolishness led him to plant it on the winter where all plants to die, but had nothing 
to sell?’ or “The farmer waits patiently for the rice to grow until the time of harvest, but what if 
one has a good intention of wanting to make them grow faster or even bigger and goes on pulling 
up the plants; should he be paid for his extra services and good intention, or even be paid, when 
all his hard work was only a harm destroying the harvest?’”; we rather affirm that such behaviour 
is certainly not beneficial to society and causing only harm feeds no one; and the encouraging of 
which would destroy any State instead of leading to a good and prosperous life to its inhabitants. 


‘Seeing the impious being promoted demotivates the just, but the contrary cultivates justice in all’; 
is a very common phrase that summarizes what Ksenophon was saying at the beginning of this 
chapter - and a ubiquitous one throughout cultures, although they had no idea of how truly right 


they were in the exact economic principle of selection of such rather than that empty morality”. 
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- gaa: ZV, Lunyu: Yan Yuan, XXII, which is the one I quoted there. 


“Id adeo non plebis quam patrum neque tribunorum magis quam consulum culpa accidere. Cuius rei 
praemium sit in civitate, eam maximis semper auctibus crescere; sic pace bonos, sic bello fier. Maximum 


Romae praemium seditionum esse; ideo singulis universisque semper honori fuisse. “ 
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Every government desire for treasures, a large population and safety; yet so often they acquire not 
wealth but poverty, not a multitude but scarcity and not order but chaos - losing that which they 
desire and obtaining what they dread. Why 1s that?” 


If we want good archers or drivers it is clear that we will not achieve such by despising them and 
punishing them in our kingdom, but by paying them well, honouring them, respecting them and 
praising them; what thrives is that which is cultivated - even in ‘equality’ one spend more exertion 
than others to achieve the same reward, and thus it is the optimal and most fit strategy to do the 
minimum they can for that same reward. 


That is what our equalitarian State cultivates; if we cross the impossibilities and contradictions to 
set it up in the first place. 


- Ab Urbe Condita, From the Founding of the City, IV: 2, saying how Rome honoring evil deeds and traits 
leads to it being so common and widespread; it is what they, the environment they created, select for. 


Honea AAU A, KER, 
GZEEA, FAA TA. KIM, AE KEAR 26, ath ; Lk FARA, MK PSH. A 
Emi, nee AV ATISPR TS. AGE, oA HH 
RUBS, A; BLM RERE, ARTERIES” 


 , YiJing: Pi, I, where even the ancient shows that natural morality and aptitude even when no 
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actual Science and proper argument besides their pure guesswork is made; in how when Tai, worthless men, 

are put over Pi, the wise, it is as ‘the lack of communication between heavens and earth’ so that the 
insignificant and chaos grow as the wise disappear, since all glory and reward are only for that other more fit 
strategy thus increasing it. 


PEP aA : ibaa canta MAZE, ARIZ, FIBCZIa, AMAR 
MEA, AAMT, ABISTIGOL, BIL AZCICATER, ATRS, FEST ? J 
FRSA : FREE AK BORE Ae, AL APRA Rth, RMA RR ZMK, Ae 
A208, BRZEE, NMA ZAM, KMKAZEH, BERR MC. | 
FL: TRB RRS IEAS (aT ? | 
FRPSA: VER ee, eZ, Bz, he, Be, A eZ 
+, RSM Mth, WAR RZ ELE, iP SR, Raines, tema Ze, mee 
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Chet, IA, BZ, Bo, HZ, ABZ A+, INT Mth. 
- 5:42: te], Mo Di: Shangxian, I: 1-4, where so tantalizingly this most foolish man I have ever known 
scratches at actual Science and Selection; mentioning such failures of the government in achieving their goals 


and exemplifying with the archers some simplistic unreal environment that selects for the increase of that class. 


“Licinius ueteres quoque scribebat milites centurionesque; et multi uoluntate nomina dabant, quia locupletes 
uidebant, qui priore Macedonico bello aut aduersus Antiochum in Asia stipendia fecerant.” 
- Ab Urbe Condita, From the Founding of the City, XLHU: 32, where as more simply shown in reality with the 
third Makedonian war overflowing with volunteers since they saw that those who served on the previous ones 
were now rich men. 


38 


And so it is said that Yao, instead of equality of the virtuous and the vile, promoted Hie and Ho 
to the highest officer; so they may observe the stars and calculate the duration of the year with the 
defined time of the seasons - so that they would know now the appropriate time to plant, hunt 
and all other things”, and thus they prospered in abundance becoming immortal in memory for 
the contribution forever furnished to humankind. 


For a taste of that let us contemplate how the fruits of the agrestic culture are contained between 
the heavens and earth; the embrace of pater Iupiter e Terra mater - and not far from the Bull is 
the pestilent animal which pasturing upon surculi destroys all abundance. Always present on the 
heavens and earth; be them a blessing or a curse”. 


“Ty eR, PORK, MERA AR, GLARE Zeal, “EME, BMS, BCR, FRR 
efe. At, ee , BER, MBE, ER, FRAIL, Bok, Ax, 
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HaL, esukk | ” 
- [ay : Se HHL, Shang Shu: Yu Shu Yao Dian, II. 


* “Primum, qui omnis fructos agri culturae caelo et terra continent, Jovem et Tellurem: itaque, quod ii 
parentes, magni dicuntur, Iuppiter pater appellatur, Tellus terra mater. Secundo Solem et Lunam, quorum 
tempora observantur, cum quaedam seruntur et conduntur.” 

- Rerum Rusticarum de Agri Cultura, About the Things of Cultivating the Field, I: I, which is the base for this 


following description of the arts of caring for an ancient farmstead 


“Agrius, Tu, inquit, tibicen non solum adimis domino pecus, sed etiam servis peculium, quibus domini dant 
ut pascant, atque etiam leges colonicas tollis, in quibus scribimus, colonus in agro surculario ne capra natum 
pascat: quas etiam astrologia in caelum recepit, non longe ab tauro. Cui Fundanius, Vide, inquit, ne, Agri, 
istuc sit ab hoc, cum in legibus etiam scribatur 'pecus quoddam'. Quaedam enim pecudes culturae sunt 
inimicae ac veneno, ut istae, quas dixisti, caprae.” 

- Rerum Rusticarum de Agri Cultura, About the Things of Cultivating the Field, I: II, the funny remark about 
the environmental engineering made by goats by eating young shoots of trees thus deforesting areas into 

pastures; something keenly noted by Robert. 


“HE: 704, AA, RPRIEAS, FAIA UCE, 
FER, WIE, MAERA, Smite, MIPIM, ABLE, Kz, 
{k, FEZ, (ZR? KAMA, TR? 
RET, MSC ; EDA, FAY, 
- BE JE% , Yi Jing: Wu Wang, I, which equally mentions how all things are under the heavens and 
that prosperity, as found in the ancient kings, is found is following those heavenly signs; an example of the 
globalization long ago as cultures convergently developed the same ideas. 
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Most people perhaps will say then that there is not much a farmer can do; he is either born lucky 
on that good soil or not, and there is basically nothing that he can do to improve it since it 
depends solely on the weather and terrain - and while I cannot teach here every possible art and 
the depth of their complexity, let us take a little look at farming. 


The opinion of some farmers is that to have a good harvest the first thing you need is to do some 
‘well ploughing’ and in second place to do some ‘ploughing’ and in third ‘manuring’”; and these 
simple acts already produce so much more than those who simply throw seeds at random without 
considering any soil or time - and yet something much better than such instinctive empiric 
dogmas can be reached. 


One of the first things we will find by studying the field is the fact that our majors in a same space 
produced less and of less quality due to their deficient plans of placement. And so instead of 
sacrificing to the gods praying for a good harvest they should analyse the best form of disposing 
their plantations; as trees in quincunx rows where the best space is utilized without the tree 
blocking the sun, moon or wind one from the others - or as grains a well-made and dispersed 
broad-cast is much superior to the careless negligent throw of others and almost incomparable to 
those who produce the tool and tests which is the optimal condition be it on ideal fields with 
grains twelve centimetres apart or the poorest ones where painful half a meter between each ear 
certify the best result that the soil supports. 


Vines grow better in certain soils, corn in others, olive trees in others and other trees on theirs; 
and so it befits to he provided of science to know how to identify the different soils as fertile dense 
loam or cavernous silica where all its nutrients flow between the sand carrying it away together 
with the water - and so which plants are best to have their roots on each, what combination of 
biota and fertilizer is necessary to keep such on its best production and which works have to be 
made on the field for to improve the terrain it is necessary the most constant maintenance as 
ploughing the weeds airing the soil and harrow it back down if it is soft or to drain the terrain if it 
is drenched while one makes dams and channels if it is dry. 


And so too the right season of each such activity for it depends on the temperature and winds in 
accordance with day and night, the monthly seasons of the moon and the yearly seasons to know 
what must be protected against, which would erode the land and destroy the plants, and what 
should be used for its advantage, that ferment and bring minerals, for upon disobeying the 
Pleiades and planting on the rainy equinox it results on seeds rotting on the ground while planting 
after the cold solstice makes them hardly germinate. 


* “Quid est agrum bene colere? Bene arare. Quid secundum? Arare. Quid tertium? Stercorare.” 
- De Agri Cultura Catonis, About Cultivating the Field from Cato, LXI. 
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Besides the biota where the presence of rodents makes it to be necessary to use traps or truss on 
the case of vines taking them from the ground, fences for foxes, plants or chemical repellent 
against plagues just as scarecrows and dogs against birds; and on the other hand one must use 
something to attract and furnish a safe dwelling to pollinators, natural engineers and other 
symbiosis for protection or nutrition - and the choice of such must be rigorously selected just as 
which seeds to replant, how to reap, preserve and what to do with the remainder of the plant. 


Thus is it necessary mastery in geometry to count and divide the terrain at each exact proportion 
for too big of a granary or a too small one leads to waste just as the water tank and the quantity 
watered on them and where each thing must be placed; once that everything in want or excess is 
both a waste as harmful since in such unhealthy conditions grow animals so miniscule that the 
eyes cannot reach, but that entering the bodies cause difficulty morbidities”. 


And naturally basic geography to accompany the metry; for what is the worth of the fertile valley 
of a river if such floodplain will be flooded and destroy everything on the plains every raining 
season? And if you flee to the mountains what safety will there be if you do not take notice of the 
sun; which if one is building on the northern hemisphere it will rise always to his south and so the 
north of the mountains accumulates humidity and slides with rains instead of protecting - and 
which other thousands of considerations of where to put each facility of the farm one has. 


Therefore we have the fascinating aerial views showing the terrains divided in perfect squares of 
different sizes by the due efficiency of machines used symmetrically on it; while others are 
colourful thin bands as if some horizontal stratification of geography or slender radial slices 
parting from a single water centre where are all houses - while fenced amorphous blobs always 
attest for their free livestock while flooded terraces reveal what type of cereal is cultivated there 
and so all the more immense diversity of vistas which converge to the optimal organization in 
accordance with the nature and conditions of the place. 


For wine and oil have to be put in underground cellars while the dry grains require raised dry 
places; protected against all rain and humidity just as from the wind, heat and cold having thus 
windows for ventilation on their due position to the winds of each season and walls plastered with 
stucco from powdered marble or such other defences against adverse conditions to the 
preservation - besides measures against rats, weevils and every plague from the very amurca from 
the olives and repellents which make the environment uncomfortable to their proliferation as the 
raising of predators that eliminate such. 


“ “Sin cogare secundum flumen aedificare, curandum ne adversum eam ponas; hieme enim fiet vehementer 
frigida et aestate non salubris. Advertendum etiam, siqua erunt loca palustria, et propter easdem causas, et 
quod crescunt animalia quaedam minuta, quae non possunt oculi consequi, et per aera intus in corpus per os 
ac nares perveniunt atque efficiunt difficilis morbos.” 

- Rerum Rusticarum de Agri Cultura, About the Things of Cultivating the Field, I: XII, the legendary line; in 
how he so exactly described microorganisms causing diseases over a millennium and a half before 
Leeuwenhoek and much before germ-theory. 
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Just as the work utensils have to be kept each on their due place; both the vocals and semivocals 
ones as the mute ones for it is a monumental endeavour to organize where they should be, where 
they feed, where they work, where they rest, where there is the repair and where it is best to put 
each structure for the most efficient usage of such closer to the manure or the means of transport 
or the house or the water besides the endless difficulties for which inexperienced farmer would 
expect mere grain silos to be such deadly traps always killing people by burying them with the 
granular landslide as sand, suffocated upon casually entering too deep on its particulate air before 
such can settle or be aerated and even directly exploding its well oxygenated inflammable aerial 
starch? The very shape, division and placement of each requires extensive architectural mastery to 
be properly done; avoiding both loses as tragedies. 


And what is worth a perfect production of tomatoes or roses if they will rot without being used? 
For so the figs suffer in flavour while dates rot and nuts dry; and before I end up entering on the 
different cycles of photosynthesis to different climates and conditions together with an immense 
body of facts of biochemistry it suffices to say that it is impossible to grow every kind of plant in a 
plot - besides merely the space to produce all the plants, and animals and products, present in 
the world there is impossibility even of a single one if it is not fit for even those that germinate 
without dying can be extremely unproductive and bad. 


Therefore it is only in absolute voluntary ignorance closing their eyes that makes someone say 
that they should produce everything locally independent of the world instead of the efficiency of 
Argentinian pears packed on the other side of the Ring of Fire; although it is not perfect it is 
infinitely more efficient than their impossible ideas of self-sufficiency in every existing product - 
and even such would be more expensive, and of worse quality, than the global cooperation. 


For if in one farm wants apples and pears so that it divides such into two equal plots while it is fit 
only for one of its products it can, generously, produce seventy boxes of apples and thirty of 
pears; while an equal farm of slightly different soil wants the same, but produces thirty apples and 
seventy pears - where obviously recognizing each other and organizing for instead of the total 
product of two hundred boxes each one produces only that which is most advantageous for it 
begetting two hundred and eighty total product is the best option besides the better quality of such 
propitious places and advances on their art in such specialized function. 


Thus it is necessary to organize trade with his neighbours so that each has more than what they 
would have alone; and to ascertain the conditions of the roads if they exist, if they are well kept 
and if they are safe against nature and banditry to the market of the closest city - and so is 
necessary the infrastructure to keep such mute carts, barrels and all else besides the unarticulated 
motors that carry such and work the fields just as the articulated hands that guide such so that the 


legendary advantage of rivers is more in providing such valuable logistic of a cheap way by water 
than any fertility of its sediment.” 


I scratch at the surface of the preoccupations and occupations of those who truly practice the 
rustic art of culturing the field, but with of course it is impossible to in the middle of an argument 
teach the listener about the knowledge and progress of the arts through millennia of human 
development - to which division between the profound science and its product to that of 
guesswork and old mindless doctrines should be clear. 


And then in looking at examples in history we have endless in Rome; a place mostly ruled by the 
mindless population and their demagogues plebeian tribunes, and so that to ‘decrease inequality’ 
they instituted a law that any individual could only have at maximum five hundred iugera of land” 
- the reason for that exact number or anything else of the particulars of the law are completely 
arbitrarily, and many alike laws took on other random numbers, decided by the foolish whim of 
the people for no purpose or aim, except their own imaginary gratification of a ‘more equal 
distribution of wealth’. 


But what advantage could there possibly be for the State to have unorganized and worthless fields 
cared by the ignorant population rather than in the hands of those who had the proper knowledge 
to make them productive? 


The entire State, and thus the population, lose greatly by that awful use of their land and failed 
production; how dreadful of a choice when they lived one bad harvest away from famine since if it 
rained too little the plantation would not grow in draught and if it rained too much the houses and 
farms are taken away by the flood, if there was too much wind the young plants would break and 
if too little the stale air was harmful, if there was too much sun they would waste away if too little 
they would not grow at all, if the all too common internal sedition took hold or external war came 
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émeogpyetat dé SiG péyeboc Tic TOAEWS EK THONGS Yiis TH TAVTG, Kai CupPaiver hiv pNdév oikElotépa. TH] 
OToAadOoEL TA ADTOD GyAOG ytyvopLEva KapTOdoBaL fH} Kai TA TOV CAAOV avOpaTov.” 
- Iotopia tov [eAorownoiaxod Hodépov, History of the Peloponnesian War, II: 38, where how even 
greater is the access to the sea to a State; as it says that Athens thus by the wealth of commerce enjoys the best 
fruits and goods from the entire world, as impossible otherwise without trade. 


“ei 58 Si KAI OLIKPOTEPOV LLVIOO Val, 510 THY GPT Tis PaAGTINS TPAtov Lev TPdTOUS EvMYIdV EENdpov 
ETmoyOpEvor GAA GAAoIc: <dote> 6 T1 Ev Likeria Hdd i Ev Ttadig 7 év Kor po i év Aiybrto 7 év Avdia i 
év 10 Hovtq ij év HeAorovijow i} GAAo8i Tov, tadta Tavta sic Ev HOpototat Sie TI Gpyiy Tig VaAGTTNS.” 
- A®nvaiwv todteia, The State of Athens, II: 7, where thus this author sets how both cultures and luxury 
from Sicily, Italy, Cyprus, Egypt, Lydia, Pontus, the Peloponnese or any other place flow into Athens; benefits 
of sharing knowledge and technologies which then dwarfs even those benefits of some more pleasant spices 
and items or of that momentary increase in the total production. 


» One of the worthless Licinian laws. 
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plundering the market and roads which are as the arteries of the social organism transporting both 
goods and people as information would be cut off leaving them with no commerce for food or 
fertilizer just as tools and medicine and if one plague upon the plants struck or a pestilence upon 
people and cattle” - their little flex of popular power so carelessly yielded out of spite simply to 
mock the patricians” is worth all pains they suffered locked on the Capitol as the Gauls ravaged 
the City and as horrible of a measure as their reckless plebeian champion on Cannae and the ten 
thousand other disasters when they followed their impatient instinct goaded by the worthless 
tribunes who yelling sweet empty words guided then to over-shout the knowledge and science of 
the senate”. 


“ “Tyefuncta civitate plurimorum morbis, perpaucis funeribus, pestilentem annum inopia frugum, neglecto 
cultu agrorum, ut plerumque fit, excepit, M. Papirio Atratino C. Nautio Rutulo consulibus. Iam fames quam 
pestilentia tristior erat, ni, dimissis circa omnes populos legatis qui Etruscum mare quique Tiberim accolunt 

ad frumentum mercandum, annonae foret subuentum.” 
- Ab Urbe Condita, From the Founding of the City, IV: 52, where after the pestilence came the usual famine 
since they were forced by disease to neglect the culture of the land; and the famine that comes after is then 
worse than the pestilence itself was, but not worse than the internal agitators of order. 


” “Vtrum enim defenditis an impugnatis plebem? Vtrum militantium aduersarii estis an causam agitis? Nisi 
forte hoc dicitis: "quidquid patres faciunt displicet, siue illud pro plebe siue contra plebem est,"” 

- Ab Urbe Condita, From the Founding of the City, V: 3, where they fail in showing how that proposal is 
beneficial to the state; something merely to oppose their opponents, where as far as possible form all political 
science we have this dull repetition found throughout our entire history of the worthless intrigues between two 

coalesced factions that waste all gains at the cost of the general good in their struggle for power to the 
ideologies simply made mindlessly as contrary mirror to each other where if one is right the other then is left. 


“Videte, quot res, quam inutiles sequantur illam uiam consilii, iactura operum tanto labore factorum, uastatio 
imminens finium nostrorum, Etruscum bellum pro Veiente concitatum. Haec sunt, tribuni, consilia uestra, 
non hercule dissimilia ac si quis aegro qui curari se fortiter passus extemplo conualescere possit, cibi gratia 

praesentis aut potionis longinquum et forsitan insanabilem morbum efficiat.” 

- Ab Urbe Condita, From the Founding of the City, V: 5, and of course the disastrous consequences of empty 
flaming words have by appealing to the excited feelings of the population rather than any sound plan of action; 
which I recommend reading the entire discourse in this scene where after the so convincing inflammatory 
words of the tribune he goes on in detail of how wrong he truly is and the awful result the proposed course of 
action, meant simply to oppose everything the senate proposed, would lead to. 


* Sub hanc uocem ex omnibus partibus contionis clamor oritur nullam earum uiuere debere nec quemquam 
superesse tyrannorum stirpis. ea natura multitudinis est: aut seruit humiliter aut superbe dominatur; libertatem, 
quae media est, nec struere modice nec habere sciunt; et non ferme desunt irarum indulgentes ministri, qui 
auidos atque intemperantes suppliciorum animos ad sanguinem et caedes inritent.” 

- Ab Urbe Condita, From the Founding of the City, XXIV: 25, where the people enraged decide to kill all 
the daughters of Hiero in the very temple just to right after regret their brutal cruelty; ‘the nature of the 
multitude is to be either base slaves or haughty masters; the mean of liberty (between the two extremes) they 
cannot let go (without debasing themselves) nor do they know how to possess it (without falling into tyrannical 
licentiousness), just as there is no lack of those who will indulge them to every evil’. 
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In their tyrannical rage in having to see others in a better station in life with more wealth than 
them they decided to decrease the quality of life of all; which is the ‘right decision’ if our goal is to 
‘end inequality’ - but if our goal is to make life better, to give the State more power to accomplish 
greater goals, we rather have to increase ‘inequality’ and give the management of the land to those 
who will produce the best results from it. 


Society, that is progress and comfort, is sustained on the shoulders of giants. 


There is some awesome burn between two of the Hundred Schools of Thought of ancient 
Chinese philosophy, which I cannot remember the quote or location right now”, where a 
prominent leader of one of the schools is portrayed saying how ‘real man produce their own 
food’, a sentiment said in all words by Varro in how he cannot belief how effeminate and weak 
society degenerated too when they buy meat and grains in a market rather than producing on 
their own farms, and how thus we must be self-sufficient instead of relying on others; and then 
without commerce there would be no poor and rich, and no vices of greed or gluttony or theft or 
corruption and so on - to which the opposition asks if he made his clothes or was it his sandals or 
something like that, and started to point out how everything needed proper skills and art so that 
without commerce and government nothing would work. 


How much more ridiculous such still existing anarchist dream of ‘making everything yourself and 
that such is the ‘true equality’; when a life time would be far from sufficient to reinvent every tool, 
mine dozens of metal, refine them, build microscopes and other instruments, reinvent or merely 
learn knowledge of electronics to build every chip and component himself in order to create a 
computing machine where he would have to write the operation system and every program 
himself - to then have an empty internet that he made himself. 


And which, of course, we so easily by today by each doing some part of the giant process; a thing 
impossible to produce even with the actual knowledge and blueprint given, how much more 
hopeless to in that condition of equality produce that scientific progress and improve the quality 
of life - forever doomed to the most savage life vulnerable to the elements, animals and disease, 


“Frui namque pace optimo consilio cum populo Romano seruata per intestina arma non licuit; quorum causa 
atque initium traditur ex certamine factionum ortum, quae fuerunt eruntque pluribus populis exitio quam 
bella externa, quam fames morbiue quaeque alia in deum iras velut ultima publicorum malorum vertunt.” 

- Ab Urbe Condita, From the Founding of the City, IV: 9, where it says directly how the party struggles are 
more ruinous to the State than external wars, famine and pestilence or whatever else is ascribed to the wrath 
of the gods as the evils which a State can suffer. 


* By the sheer villainous devilishness and disrespect I would bet on the second master of Dao, that rabbit 
Chinese Diogenes, but I do not feel like combing through his loathsome works to find it again; yet it is the 
Dao who has as a principal doctrine that view, and the craftiness of Ke is not above that making up of tales to 
directly criticize others. 


as has most of humankind died before reach their second decade alive and which precarious 
condition only so recently improved. 


But we will properly mention Specialization, which allows more efficient production and thus 
things impossible alone, on the next chapter. 


In the poorest countries we find the greatest equality; where we can have ten equal men seated 
around a bonfire fighting for a dead squirrel as their only food - where none is left satisfied. 


And on our unequal country we have a billionaire CEO who sits with his millionaire managers; all 
eat and drink until pleasure turns to pain - where in the immense inequality of thousands of times 
all leave happy and satisfied. 


And whence comes such misery and suffering omnipresent on the barbarous nations out of our 
sphere of civilization? From the soil, sky and their bodies? Is it because of our soil being good 
and theirs worthless; from our climate blessing us with the abundance from the heavenly coffers 
and cursing them with scarcity and disaster - from us having a fine pedigree in our holy pure 


blood and they having that of inferior sub-human races? Far from such fallacies; the only 


difference is the state of development in our arts of the scientific!” 
We have the description of the city of Concepcion as it was destroyed by an earthquake”. 


Most of the inhabitants escaped safely from the houses which were overthrown forward forming 
small hillocks on the middle of the streets; and although we have the description in how on the 
breakfast they felt the first movement so that they began to run and see a side of their houses 
thundering down while they left so that unable to keep on standing they crawled on their hands 
and knees barely enough for the street to see the other side falling when the beams flied beside 
their foreheads and the cloud of dust both blinding their eyes as chocked their mouths - although 
we have such description the worse is what comes next! When they dare not approach the ruins 
just as no one knows if their dearest friends and relations are not buried dying for the lack of help; 
while the thatched roofs catch fire and spread flames everywhere - where they can only what 
knowing to be ruined for few have even food for the day. Can a more miserable and fearful scene 
be imagined? 


” “Rursus (si placet) reputet quipiam, quantum intersit inter hominum vitam in excultissima quapiam Europae 
provincia, et in regione aliqua Novae Indiae maxime fera et barbara: ea tantum differre existimabit, ut merito 
hominem homini Deum esse, non solum propter auxilium et beneficium, sed etiam per status 
comparationem, recte dici possit. Atque hoc non solum, non coelum, non corpora, sed artes praestant.” 

- Novum Organum Unus CXXIX. 


"In Voyages of the Adventure and Beagle II: XVI, but which event I mostly paraphrase here. 
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But any in the world knows that such are not the act of the gods, where the acephalous believers 
on their ignorant despair they only worsen everything scarifying children in vain, and that from 
such tectonics movements comes also the phenomenon of a great-wave; which just so struck and 
washed away almost everything of the little that they could still recover - leaving pools of salty 
water on the streets where their children making boats with the wrecks of tablets and chairs 
looked as happy as their parents were miserable. 


And so was seen the true description of misery by the explorers; and such was nothing more than 
the past condition in which all humans lived® - not any product of ‘capitalism’, as the most 
ignorant fools like to blame today, or the ‘rich’ and the ‘system’ like the oldest human literature 
already ridiculed such revolutionary Greek communists and Chinese separatists hermits. 


‘Work’ was not some marked hours in the day; it was all they did in life upon waking up until 
sleeping - the ‘entertainment’ was to sit on the ground talking to others, still working in some 
clothes or utensil, or to dance on the hard ground exposed to the elements while eating 
mushrooms. And even upon working so much there was never warranty of even eating; travelling 
one or two days seeking for an animal to hunt is a common description and the explorers, like 
every modern person, thought it incomprehensible how they could so easily spend days not eating 
and such effort to acquire food for perhaps one week - and of how, just like with the earthquake, 
any tempest would destroy their mud and straw houses taking also anything they had accumulated 
while the drought would force them to abandon everything for some to try to survive by ending up 
finding some better place after go on lost. And this still is the reality of many tribes; alone on their 
savage world, untouched by all ‘exploration’ and modern inequality. 


A bad earthquake at once destroys the oldest associations; the world, the very emblem of 
everything that is solid, moved under our feet as a crust over a fluid - a second of time which 
conveys to the mind the strange idea of insecurity which hours of reflection would never create. 


And so earthquakes are enough to destroy the prosperity of any country; if what happened at 
Concepcion less than two hundred years ago had been the inert forces exerting such power which 


” “Among the savage nations of hunters and fishers, every individual who is able to work, is more or less 


employed in useful labor, and endeavors to provide, as well as he can, the necessaries and conveniences of life, 
for himself, or such of his family or tribe as are either too old, or too young, or too infirm to go a-hunting and 
fishing. Such nations, however, are so miserably poor, that from mere want, they are frequently reduced, or at 
least think themselves reduced, to the necessity sometimes of directly destroying and sometimes of 
abandoning their infants, their old people, and those afflicted with lingering diseases, to perish with hunger, or 
to be devoured by wild beasts. Among civilized and thriving nations, on the contrary, though a great number 
of people do not labor at all, many of whom consume the produce of ten times, frequently of a hundred times 
more labor than the greater part of those who work; yet the produce of the whole labor of the society is so 
great, that all are often abundantly supplied, and a workman, even of the lowest and poorest order, if he is 
frugal and industrious, may enjoy a greater share of the necessaries and conveniences of life than it is possible 
for any savage to acquire.” 
- The Wealth of Nations, beautifully exemplies Adam. 
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in former geologic ages they exerted in Europe how completely the great England would change! 
What would happen with the lofty houses, cities so densely populated, great manufacturies and 
every beautiful public or private building? Such happening in the dead of night, how terrific 
would be the carnage? Instantly England would have gone bankrupt; all papers, records, 
documents and accounts would at such moment be lost - the government being unable to collect 
taxes, failing in keeping its authority, the hand of violence and rapine acting uncontrollably, 
hunger on every large city without any pause and the inevitable following of that by pestilence and 
death. 


Such could very well have happened, but just as the tempest and draught that would destroy 
savages there already little would affect England just so too today such earthquake would find 
resistant infrastructure, well safe digital records and quick internal help in few hours - although 
meteors and global tectonic actions, as have already happened so many times in our natural 
history, would still decimate as the most primitive savages on their straw huts. 


In this Age of Information there is an epidemic of ignorance in knowing how there have never 
been so much abundance, safety and comfort as today; in how the common station of humankind 
was to struggle to one utmost without any guarantee of getting even what to eat or come back 
whole or alive from the daily hunt for food - just as only the voluntary denial of our rational 
capacities can stop one from seeing that the unequal system that prioritizes certain things above 
others is what begets such rarest of times where, after millennia of stagnation, we expect the future 
to be better than the present. 


There is the exploration of the natural environment worsening such future prospect and certainly 
there could be even less suffering, however how alien to such scientific discussion is that 
imaginary concept of ‘equality’ - and so perfectly contrary to the abolition of riches is the path to 
solve it! 


The common citizen, just as the accursed companies, naturally do not worry himself with such 
dangers or even laughs at what sounds as fantasy for perhaps, he prays, it will never happen during 
his lifetime, but it is the entire duty of the government to ensure the future preparing for such 
disasters which will inevitably come; neglecting such for the sake of the immediate pleasure of the 
common man or the uncare of the deregulated exploration of companies is the great failure of 
every current government - and those who think the problem is the current social condition are 
part of the problem. 


We have seen then, in the most basic morality, how ‘inequality’ is really the most fair of things; as 
there cannot be equality between unequal things - and it is the very different situation of misery 
that is the opponent to defeat if rather than empty ‘equality’ our goal is to improve the general 
quality of life. 
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And such misery is then achieved by the misdirected resources of humankind; it is the state of 
nature which all animals daily suffer and one which by progress we have conquered so as to be 
now a shocking absurd to society any resemblance to our former station of life - and the 
unscientific mismanagement, seeking imaginary aims such as ‘equality’, plunges us back nearer to 
that nightmare. 


To conclude this tasteless topic we have then that even if we force all to have a job chosen by the 
government as ‘useful’ and receive the same pay, if we make that hellish society simply for the 
sake of equality itself, it would still fail. 


Or would all people be forced to also spend it on the same exact thing? 
We lie crispy wings and so we use the money to buy a chicken. 
But is our artistic friend forced to use his money to buy chicken and eat it right there? 


What if he chooses to buy and store the pieces to eat little by little each day; is it unfair to us that 
we will see him eating it when we no longer have that which we ate all at once? 


And what if he chooses to deprive himself of eating to instead season it with his special sauce and 
sell it for more with the material and work he put into it; or is all commerce forbidden? 


Is he also forbidden to get live chickens and breed them producing more? 


If he does so is it unfair for him to have many chicks now and for us to be cocklessi 


‘Equality’ would have to be called on every instant of time to return people back to the past until 
they all occupied the same space in time doing the same actions. 


Or what if he buys or acquire in any way wires with which he can invent circuits and computing 
machines; can he only sell it for the price he bought the wires for and the work of the day so that 
he can never change his wealth and be better off than any other? 


Then we would promptly lose all technology as so much easier would be to perform simple jobs. 


If he can sell for any price he wants, is he forbidden to hire people unless he pays that exactly 
same, since any less would be ‘stealing’ from their gainP Are people forbidden to work for him, 
even when it pays better than other jobs, unless he shows that he is passing them a hundred per 
cent of the gains to the worker? This is the same as his artwork; such better job would be 
demanded by virtually all, and to choose the most fit he would have to go down in his offer until 
converging on the lowest, most efficient, he can. 
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All cases are hurtful not only to our friend who is hindered from becoming a trillionary with his 
invention of the computer, but all those workers who would be so much better off working for 
him; and to us as the government how awful of a choice to lose such powerful machines - a 
system which would make the entire work of the population several times faster and safer, 
multiplying the production and power of all workers by the monumental contribution of a single 


one. 


And equality, for the infelicity of all, will hinder that and all other human progress; one million 
coms are insignificant to its one millions owners - and if they all lose that coin to instead a single 
person possess it how greatly could that one invested into that great improvement for all the State. 


The constant action of misery, be it the ripping of the heart of seeing your son in filthy dregs 
begging for the bread which you cannot give or to suffer the frugality of not buying the newest 
phone, acts upon most of humankind when there is inequality, but it acts upon all if all are equal; 
and how bitter and humiliating of a thing it is to see the works which cost men so much time and 
labour through history to be overthrown in minutes by those who by force take the authority of 
the government and undone all its progress - which strongest language fails to communicate a just 
idea of the desolation suffered by men when exposed to the most savage state of homogeneous 
ignorance. 


But in reality that despotic equality would never hold; as even if our artistic friend was thus 
entirely forced to work with fixed gains and forbidden of all trade he would still dispose of his 
mind and his body on his free time - even with all the loss to society of his employment being in 
any menial task they chose his labour would still be his own. 


For would someone with a larger family receive more for the same day of work, or would he have 
to work more hours in the day? On the same way the one with a small family might use his time 
to go beyond being satisfied with his minimum necessities working more exchanging his hours for 
commodities and future comfort; be it tiding his house, fixing his roof, cutting his grass, putting on 
a fence or any other work - those who take such choices in place of sloth, as remarked by 
Ksenophon at the opening, will always have more than the others. 


Ergo the cruel and meaningless domain of equality, thankfully, will never hold. 


Even if the government abolish all forms of money and possession, so that they receive just their 
food and are lent their items in exchange for their work, on his interactions with other people 
there will be the irregulable exchange of favours in how nice or pleasant or skilled he is so that 
equality will be merely nominal since he will develop exchange and debt in his social informal 
contracts; in how he treat his friends and the friends of his friends or do things for them soon will 
create that inevitable abysm between those who are alone and antisocial being perfectly poor and 
destitute in authority while others are popular and famous thus rich in that power to influence 
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others and receive favours - the ‘geometric equality’ inevitable in all ambits of life beyond what 
that fanciful empty dream of equality can stop. 


There is thus no place for changes to be made in this direction; all will only worsen and degrade 
the conditions of life rather than improving - and to see that flaw, just as to find what then must 
be done to move towards that improvement, we use not of ‘opinion’, but merely admit the reality 
of cause and effect before us. 


ol 


III - The Dystopia Of Social Communities 


Dealing with ‘equality’ above I gave a bunch of random examples where the meaning of the word 
breaks down and it is unclear what should be done, as is indeed every case as it is some 
ambiguous and meaningless concept, and then the actual consequences of either way; that is, I 
repeated the same argument many times in how actual science of the effects in reality, rather than 
some lofty vague dream, are far from any desirable course - and now we merely repeat those 
same analysis, but instead of ‘equality’ we treat of any random imaginary aim raised by some 
disturbed mind. 


That is socialist reforms and we will once again just go at a bunch of random situation to show 
how the most distinct of them are still all in the same basket; all discordant of the reality of cause 
and effects - and obviously no matter how artfully seductive some sweet words may be or how 
good his intentions in his ingenuous dreams are, if it does not further our goals and produce the 
due results then the verdict for its adoption is clear. 


Let us start by treating of our so popular modern plague of ‘Communism’, even though it has 
absolutely nothing of original or unique to it; but stepping past that mindlessness of ‘equality’ we 
arrive at this quintessential example of some government guided to purely imaginary aims through 
the pure guesswork of norms made-up from ‘morals’. 


Many, perhaps most, think that ‘Communism’ is that ‘absolute equality’; both from the opposite 
party how preaches so as an immoral insult as from the supposed supporter of it thinking it an 
utopia - and indeed there are endless things nowadays called ‘Communism’ as it was simply 
embraced by so many in name with not a care to really follow what was originally put under that 


name. 


Here we will ignore those random shades of the same disease and focus on the work of Heinrich; 
which is, like all other social communities, some ‘geometric equality’ where the author imagined 
up some criteria for that ‘merit’ in order to, supposedly, construct his dream world. 


The ghost has its famous manifest dictated in quasi-poetry; the entire document is a short, shallow 
and crass joke trying to scoff with irony by conjuring disconcerting images, however due to the 
incapacity of the writer the only one ridiculed with such is the edgelord showing off as an author 
in his satirical humour of pseudo-intellectual high-falutin™. 


“ «Kin Gespenst geht um in Europa - das Gespenst des Kommunismus.” 

- Manifest der Kommunistischen Partei, The Manifesto of the Communist Party, where so it starts saying that 
‘a ghost looms over Europe, the ghost of Communism’; this entire part will deal with critics presented on the 
Manifesto and Das Kapitel, and then the Politeia, but as there is no point in quoting those entire works here 

on notes I will encourage the reader to check those works out to confirm the exactness of my remarks. 


52 


Now ignoring the deplorable attempts at literary art we have an equally lamentable attempt at 
arguments; we are started off with ‘they produced too much, created too much civilization, 
destroyed the old means of production, made barbarians become civilized, too much commerce, 
generated too much wealth, and made people under one law and one government and one nation’ 
which can only be seen as a praise, but somehow it is supposed to be a critic at the economic 
system that begot that - how that is the case, however, is left for the reader to guess at, although 
we can fairly easily infer how the author himself would be utterly unable to explain the sense of 
his words if he were asked and also that in that setting such meaningless words would resonate 
strongly with the changing culture who wanted to live in some immutable idealized past that never 
really existed. 


This inference of mine above is more enlightening than the entirety of the work itself, but let us 
see further; as little after we see a critic of the equality between men and women - he feels 
indignant that now they can do the same job and get ‘more equal’, although still so far from equal, 
and so as the work became less heavy he says that ‘men have been devalued’ since women now 
can perform the work just as efficiently. 


Again; what possible justification could there be for that? How is making the work easier and 
producing more wealth be a negative point? Certainly appalling to most nowadays, but as said 
above we can easily understand by seeing how it has nothing to do with actual Economy or the 
good of the Commonwealth in question; he merely has that twisted moral ideas disconnected 
from reality which he wishes to impose upon all - on this case the very common one about the 
‘traditional family’ and a patriarchal society where his sex and age world determinate his status 
rather than any concrete or useful trait. So that the financial freedom of women as individuals 
threatens his imaginary status and for her to not stay at home serving her owner is to him 
unacceptable.” 


“ “Si in sua quisque nostrum matre familiae, Quirites, ius et maiestatem uiri retinere instituisset, minus cum 
uniuersis feminis negotii haberemus: nunc domi uicta libertas nostra impotentia muliebri hic quoque in foro 
obteritur et calcatur, et quia singulas sustinere non potuimus uniuersas horremus. equidem fabulam et fictam 
rem ducebam esse uirorum omne genus in aliqua insula coniuratione muliebri ab stirpe sublatum esse; ab 
nullo genere non summum periculum est si coetus et concilia et secretas consultationes esse sinas. atque ego 
ulx statuere apud animum meum possum utrum peior ipsa res an peiore exemplo agatur; quorum alterum ad 
nos consules reliquosque magistratus, alterum ad uos, Quirites, magis pertinet. 


Quamquam ne domi quidem uos, si sui iuris finibus matronas contineret pudor, quae leges hic rogarentur 
abrogarenturue curare decuit." maiores nostri nullam, ne priuatam quidem rem agere feminas sine tutore 
auctore uoluerunt, in manu esse parentium, fratrum, uirorum: nos, si diis placet, iam etiam rem publicam 
capessere eas patimur et foro prope et contionibus et comitiis immisceri.” 

- Ab Urbe Condita, From the Founding of the City, XXXIV: 2, where the old Cato starts such a hilarious 
discourse about how women, two millennia and two centuries from now, ‘are no longer modest like they were 
in the time of ours fathers’ and goes on about how degenerate his age has become in immorality and 
disrespect in they walking around without permission and trying to change people’s mind on the vote as if they 
were individuals with the same rights as men; and so Plato and the most ancient writings we have show the 
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But although that is perfectly clear it is still technically pure speculation, as on the text itself there 
is Just a constant repetition that ‘capitalism brings the destruction of the family’ with no argument 
or elaboration to support any of the affirmation made therein; with no advantage what so ever in 
reality it is simply how he morally feels, and that resounding so strongly with all other 
‘conservatives’ led to this endless popularity. 


The entire body of the text consists of such ludicrous assertions and it is up to the reader to make 
any sense of those untied words and give reason to the loose phrases that are at best barely 
connected together; there is no structure of a presentation, elaboration and conclusion as any 
argument would require - instead it makes no difference the order of the phrases, if said at the 
beginning or afterwards or at the end, for they are random moral remarks adrift. 


That should more than suffice on the topic, but due to its fame which so greatly exceed reality we 
will have to go on deeper into it; even if it is nothing about economy or the improvement of the 
conditions of life, being entirely normative on his fantasy of how the world should behave, it still 
goes on criticizing the economy. 


It says that each farmer, weaver, artisan and so on has been substituted by the ‘proletarian’ who 
simply works on a machine; ‘losing all the identity of the many professions’ and allowing some to 
‘get rich doing nothing’ while others ‘have economic instability worse than slaves who at least have 
their food secured’. 


Very weird and discordant points where it complains both that ‘anyone can be king’ and of a 
‘slavery’ that can choose whom to serve; there were indeed awful conditions as the population 
exploded with the industrial revolution, but it uses that simply to incite the rage of those too 
ignorant to know how their idealized past was always one bad weather away from a famine - and 
the often mentioned critic to that where ‘he failed to predict the middle class’ in how they 
conveniently ignored the reality of the past just as the future result of all that production so greatly 
giving them more than those before ever had. 


The other point is about structure unemployment; where people can remain in their field 
producing all they eat and use if they so want, but where is the critic aimed at then? That others 
should be forced to buy that produce at the ‘price of hardwork’ rather than form its actual quality 
and quantity? Which ‘question’ we have dealt above; and which idealized hard work of the past so 
greatly differs from the conform and progress of humankind - both in the exertions to produce as 
in having actual medicine and food for the people of the world to enjoy a life far from the 
miseries of unrewarded hard work and scarcity. 


same of so many political parties today with such nostalgia for some idealized past ‘a few decades ago’ that has 
never existed, and which claimed ‘morals from back then’ are meaningless guesswork with no relation to the 
actual good of the State and quality of life. 
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It is a terrible gangrenous past and our entire discussion about this work is in how to convince 
people of such obvious reality when they refuse to actually study history and the past; what 
advantage to the world is there to stop the progress of medicine to keep the jobs of mystical 
healers and stop the invention of cars and tractors in order to keep farmers and peddlers in their 
business? None are ever mentioned or discussed; they simply want to keep their ‘comfort’ of not 
changing - for the loss and harm of all immediate and future humankind. 


Sculptors of spears and shieldsmiths cursing the end of the war because peace ruins their 
professions; it being to them unthinkable to learn to put handles in helmets in order to make 
pitchers - the unacceptable fate of being forced to change their former job to adapt to the 
necessity of what is useful to the people making no longer plate mails but buckets and instruments 
of agriculture instead of tools for war”. 


Should we keep sending our sons to war so they can kill each other forever in order to keep those 
war-smith in their unchangeable job? 


And that is a less frightening thought than what the work proposes in stranding us forever at the 
mercy of nature and the whim of the weather; both in our very security in food and health as to 
our undeveloping and never-improving quality of life in pleasures and comfort - that is what the 
‘critic at structural unemployment’ amounts to. 


It can hardly be any worse when thus analysed even in the shallowest considerations, but no one 
doubts of how effective that ‘critic’ resounded, and resounds, in the feelings of the popular mind. 


He goes on saying that only now will the industrial revolution of the nineteenth century it is 
possible to create that perfect world of his fantastic utopia; stealing all progress and improvement 
made by others and as some steampunk Amish community saying it is enough and the best for all 
future humankind to stagnate there - as the actual implementation of it by the Soviets indeed 
progressed extremely fast by copying the ‘west’ in technology, and then as there was nothing more 
to steal for now it came to a halt crashing down into collapse from its unsustainable ideas. 


It goes on saying how catastrophic previsions is the weapon of the rich in scaring the masses in 
order to stop them ‘from taking power and saving themselves from oppression’; that political and 
economic science are such weapons and the analysis of the dreadful reality that comes from awful 
choices is a fiction - and instead without any thought or intellect they should just go for those 
morals that they know in their hearts to be ‘the right choice’, ‘or otherwise...’ he goes on then 
doing his best to scare the masses with catastrophic previsions of a future where all are enslaved as 
mere parts In a machine only being fed enough to keep the machine working, the individual alive, 
until they unite and take the means of production. 


Ete 


The beautiful ridicule of Aristophanes, in Eipfvn or ‘Peace’, although in his economic ignorance his point 
is another one completely. 


What is a funny catastrophic prediction since one of the very slogan they used is ‘from each 
according to his capacity, to each according to his necessity’; in their critic to the rich saying that 
he will not pay any more than to fulfil their necessity and having them work as much as he 
possibly can - the unusual incoherence present in every thing said, as rather than any science 
coming from any set of axioms it is a bundle of normative statement that he felt sounded good. 


Which is where that critic of ‘his failure to predict the middle class’ come in, but that critic is 
rather meaningless; his ‘prediction’ was a random assertion from his imagination and not based 
on any science - it was never worth anything to consider that wild fancy that had absolutely no 
base in reality to begin with. 


That violent rise was also a key factors of Communism and the main distinction to other socialist 
movements; as that which rule on most countries today where they are elected and progressively 
change things - what Communism said ‘the rich’ would never allow to happen so that they had to 
break out in revolt to take the power. Socialist parties have had as their main enemy those very 
other socialist parties, since they compete for that same ignorant resource of the masses, and from 
that mutual calumniation the other parties that are not Communist became ‘the false prophet’, 
‘disguised bourgeoisie’ and ‘the right disguised to keep them in slavery’; so that other extreme 
socialist parties who achieved success in acquiring control over the state without a violent 
insurrection, as the Marcia su Roma and the ascension from the Reichskanzler to Fiihrer, were 
branded as the opposition and ‘the right’ - ‘the left’ being originally those who advocated for 
social change and ‘the right’ those who wished to maintain things working as they mostly were, 
those terms lost their meaning and usefulness completely by that twist about one merely being the 
murror image opposed to all the other did even when both are radical revolutionaries. 


We saw the conservatism so effective on the call to arms of the Communist campaign; and true to 
its ideal the Soviets mass killed any non-hetero with a family and others ethnicity just as they 
abused nationalism on the ‘Great Patriotic War’ - only as other radical socialists, as that 
aforementioned Fascism and Nazism, used those same tools that they somehow made that ‘the 
mark of the right’ while doing the same themselves and when those equally abhorred Capitalism, 
but just abhorred each other more as they all competed on the same ‘far-left’. 


Thus rather than ‘criticizing the left’ this applies to both common polarization of modern politics; 


as they are both purely moralists with no hints of any science or argument beyond that social 


changed about how others ‘should’ behave for some imaginary meaningless purpose. 


But enough of that simple history and the infinite discordant forms it took, let us go back to the 
‘original’ idea of the Communist party. 
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“Jeder nach seinen Fahigkeiten, jedem nach seinen Bediirfnissen.” 
- Knitik des Gothaer Programms. 
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The central theme is ‘extinguishing classes’, if something can be called ‘central theme’ when it is a 
collection of loosely connected moral standards; on this point, too, it is completely ambiguous 
what is a ‘class’ since the governors live in luxury as the ever-ruling aristocracy more than any 
bourgeoisies of ‘capitalism’ - the work is thus not a consideration or explanation on how to do 
any of that, as its assertions are empty appeals devoid of content or logic, and just as it fails to 
show how is there any benefit in doing any of that. 


On the purely economic analysis it is a ‘command economy’; they dictate what should be 
produced and force thus all to work paying the same in accordance to the number of people on 
the family that the father chief of the family is supporting without being able to expend on 
anything nor give anything to anyone since inheritance is forbidden - that simple path violating all 
personal freedom, for the sake then of nothing more than everyone obeying his moral fantasies 
that there should not exist the ‘rich’. 


It is not about economy nor it is about the good of the people; ignoring that hellish future with no 
progress or improvement there is the consideration that Communism extends to all aspects of life 
- all art and intellectual freedom too is controlled by the state. 


Any fun and ideas that diverge from that sacred moral code he imagined up leads to the 
immediate execution of that individual; be it any religion, philosophy of sexual orientation or just 
being a bachelor who does not want to raise a family yet - how much worse for any woman who 
would dare to defy her masters and want to have a profession or to not bear children as 
commanded! 


Without any reason, economic or otherwise, it forces upon people to obey some conduct and all 
else is wrong to their moral sense; we saw the realization of that nightmare in the bolshevik 
revolution - and besides that stagnancy in progress and in all improvement of quality of life they 
go further in expending the resources they do get from their primitive work not for the good of 
the people, but with no practical use or benefit it is expending in watching and persecuting its own 
citizen to make sure they all live in everything in accordance to the moral of the government. 


It does not exactly advocate for that ‘absolute equality’; it slyly evades it while so strongly leading 
to such misinterpretation for the sake of popularity - but everyone receives a different pay and 
condition of life based exactly on those moral ideas, not from the side effect of the nepotism of 
those in the government and receiving power and reward simply for their loyalty to those ideals 
but by design it is the ‘geometrical equality’ of a gradual ladder of skilled labour receiving more 
‘for their work’. 


This was it for the short Manifesto; it was used in many countries and it diverges in its conditions 
and demands throughout them - as inconsistent on its dispersions as it is in its internal ideas and 
as are the many parties today who call themselves ‘communist’. 
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But let us go now to the actual philosophy of the man who built that modern craze, not because 
they are pleasant, but like anatomists and physicians we talk about unclean things because there is 
profit to be gotten therefrom in how they err”. 


If we want to raise the veil and try to understand how Heinrich himself interprets The Capital we 
will only find the confirmation that he is petrified looking at the head of Medusa; le mort saisit le 
vif with his heirs distorting his words so much, but no less fanciful is the ‘original’ who while 
attacking those who pull down the dog-leather helmet of Hades upon their own eyes de ea fabula 
narrator - he describes an entirely pink-coloured world and out of thirty and eight attacks he 
makes there is not one thirty-ninth fragment of arguments so that to our infelicity not even the 
furies nor the Persian robes nor the black cassocks treated of that intellectual terrorism as a threat 


higher than a culpa levis allowing him to thus run amuck in his wild revelries”. 


He then follows with the absolute pretension of saying that he follows his own path independently 
of what the masses says; truly the falutin of the populist fool who dreams himself standing forming 
a shadow by cutting the light of the sun as if Gerion were ever to allow him to escape the company 
of Pesistratos, Theagenes and Dionisus in his bolgia” - or is not cajoling the masses by 
proclaiming one’s hate at the rich the shortest path to tyranny? 


* “An anatomist or physician may speak or write his judgement of unclean things; because it is not to please, 
but profit.” 
- Leviathan I: XIII. 


* This horrible paragraph, and the few following ones, is my mockery to his pretention. 

He makes that meaningless mentioned of the Medusa, he uses the phrase ‘le mort saisit le vi? which is about 
the inheritance of property and thus he says it is the endless slavery of the ‘proletarian class’ being maintained 
and I use it to those who did inherit his foolish ideas of Communism, he uses the helmet of Hades which 
makes the user invisibility to say that the economists are dumb and use their it wrong instead pulling it over 
the eyes and blinding themselves and I can only say that if the helmet is invisible they will see through it 
anyway so that I say that his attack at the stupidity of others is he talking of him ‘ea fabula narrator’ as he 
randomly uses later too, he goes on then that mention of a simplistic pink-coloured world and that the 
argument of others are worthless and I just fuse them into a single one against himself, he does a random 
mention of the furies for no reason and of ‘black cassocks’ which I fuse into something with sense that neither 
the mythical furies nor the ‘Persian robes’ which are purple which represent the kings of nations nor the 
‘black cassocks’ which are the priest class did anything to stop that great evil of spreading. 

In sum; I take his many meaningless attempts at using cool phrases and references and give an actual context 
and sense that they can be used in - attacking him with them, which he attempts to do against the world in 
vain with no argument to back up his wild claims of how exactly the economic science he critics is flawed. 


“ “Vien dietro a me, e lascia dir le genti:” 
- Purgatorio V: 13, although he found ‘Segui il tuo corso, e lasciadir le genti.’ in his manuscript and out of 
nowhere he quotes it after saying he is no populist demagogue like others, but really with no context, 
explanation or source of his random quote. 
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Thinking himself a poet he lets out those empty references of graphical effect and rather than a 
cultured polyglot it sounds like a middle school brat who finding random pretty words use them 
out of context and sense; the ancients use their mythical tales for their lessons quickly going over 
some point without needing to repeat an entire analogy to exemplify it and not, like him, 
absolutely randomly evoking some character just for the sake of it for not purpose to the 
argument - while if happens to be for the ‘content’ of the story it is merely the word ‘coin’ or any 
such small detail of no importance to the original, but to him it is a golden opportunity to try to 
show of his extremely limited capacity of interpretation that leads to his deficient applications of 
references. 


That, however, only happens directly at the opening so that he forgets entirely about it throughout 
the entire remainder of the treaty; so finishing his moment of pleasuring himself he shows to be 
somehow even worse in his skills of Economy. 


His single argument is how the work determinates the value of things; that a certain amount of 
grains are an identical possession to a certain amount of iron or of gold and such is determined by 
it being the same difficulty of managing to produce such amount of each to the standard of global 
labour - and thus if a craftsman after hours of work would sell something for a value now with a 
machine doing it on half the time or work the value of such item will fall to half: 


Supposedly for that purpose he also goes on in nauseating hundreds of pages listing ‘all ways that 
money has been ever used’, but which aleatory mentions with no structure or sense contributing 
in nothing to any understanding of economy or to his own argument. 


He sums that in his grant equation that takes all his mastery in mathematics to show that ‘absolute 
law of economy’ that ‘he found out’; that ‘x=y’. 


The scene is Dante with his living body, after crossing Inferno, causes a shadow as the rays of the Sun in 
Purgatorio hits him; causing an impression and tumult with the ethereal inhabitants there - to which Virgilius 
says the line above that he should just move on following him without paying attention to what the others say. 


To which, if he were alive, I reply bringing him back to reality that he would never be in such position of the 

scene since Gerion, the guardian of the eightieth circle of Inferno, would never allow him to leave his bolgia, 

the ditches that compose the eightieth circle and where are punished all fraudulent and all kinds of flatterers 
who seduce with lie and deceit. 


“Tlévteg dé todto ESpaov bmO Tod SHpLOV MotEvbEvtEs, 1) SE TloTIc HV 1) GTéyOE10 1] THOS TOdS TAOVGIOUG, 
oiov Adjvnoi te Heisiotpatoc otacidcacs tps Tods TediaKovc, Kai Osayévng év Meydpoic tov ebTOp@v TH 
KTIVvN aoopaéac, AoBOv Tapa Tov ToTAapLOV Emivépovtac, Kai Atovdol0c Katnyopav Aagvaiov Kai TOV 
TAovoiwv HELO Tic TUPAVvidos, 51a TH ExOpav MotEDvBEic ws SNLOTUKOG Gv.” 

- Tloartucé, Politics, V, where so Aristotle mentions three tyrants who reached their throne by posing as 
heroes of the people against the antagonized rich, exemplifying such extremely common populist technique. 
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Than he kindly explains to ignorant mortals that it means that some ‘x’, as a certain amount of 
flax, is equivalent to some ‘y’, as a certain amount of coats; then he summons even Aristotle as if 
his argument had any resemblance to what was being said by Aristotle when he used some alike 


Cc omparison. 


His proof then is no induction or exhaustion of cases; he supposes that such twenty flax equal one 
sweater - and then two sweater are worth forty flax and five sweater are worth a hundred flax. 


And that is it; ‘if such is true, then it is true’ - the only ‘conclusion’ is the very initial assumption! 


Then he explains why that rule is like that; evoking a third occult factor that is nowhere in the 
equation he says that ‘what makes then equal each other in different quantities is the labour used 
to acquire each’. 


Now, the elementary school child that can do that equation should also be able to tell that his 
assumption has no relation to the real world; somehow it can be even more flawed than it is 
ignorantly simplistically - for what happens if the other party already have flax or does not feel 
like exchanging his coat? 


Unbelievably he even asks ‘and what if the village does not need flax?’, however ignoring it he 
thinks it is a fitting answer to introduce machines and more productive workers as ‘the cause of 
that devaluing’ of the flax on the village; what is obvious superfluous and insignificant before the 
want and demand of the village for that product - the sale of flax does not scale in exchange as he 
proposes, but instead if everyone is cold with few coats they would ask more flax for each while if 
all had superabundance of coats or were in the middle of a sweltering summer with nothing to do 
with their coats they would accept less flax even if in both cases it was the same ‘amount of work’ 
to weave each sweater. 


On the same way with grain, iron and gold which ‘have the same value because they are just as 
troublesome to get’; their exchange value is one thing in the market, but is a bakery indifferent 
about which one they receive from their purchase? And what about a building facility which only 
needs the iron? On the same way if one is to do exchange with the exterior the captains of ships 
want only the gold because a trip with it equals to dozens with the others that require more 
quantity and therefore more space to transport the same value; and thus he pays more for the 
gold than one would pay at the city square - because each has its usage and independently of the 
labour to produce it instead it is the necessity of the consumers which determinates its price so 
that the proportion of what each one is worth is individual to each consumer and not an absolute 
proportion from the ambiguous ‘amount of labour’ that took someone to get it. 


As any child as seen that a cup of water is worth a fortune of gold to one lost in the desert; and yet 
ten thousand cups is not worth ten thousand times more since the thirty person has no use for 
that which he cannot drink nor carry with him - and the value of those are not changed if the 


60 


seller had to climb over the Everest before getting there on foot or if he just found it on a puddle 
a few feet away before selling. 


On the same way with his sewing machines where ‘with half of the work the price falls to half; 
with a cheaper price there is a greater quantity demanded and not having enough products they 
would pay more than such minimum possible for a sale - with such gain existing it is 
advantageous for others to enter the market so that the production increases, competing, and 
takes the price to some value lower than the past, but entirely dependent on the rate of demand 
to the ever less efficient cost of production rather than to his acephalous ‘the price of sale is the 
cost of production’. 


And so if everyone is a farmer of maize they will all have more than what they can consume and 
no reason to exchange with anyone; if a single farmer planted grapes instead every other farmer 
will want to exchange his useless maize for it and rather than ‘based on his work’ he will receive 
many times the amount of maize in exchange for his unique grapes than if he had planted maize 
himself - the will of the buyers wanting something will naturally define how much they pay for it. 


If another grape-grower move into the market then the price will decrease; not by becoming any 
easier and less troublesome to grow grapes, by the presence of more in the market - and if all 
decide to then become grape-seller to get rich like the first grape seller then their value will be as 
nothing, while a single maize-grower left will be in the position of the original grape-grower where 
all want his produce and will pay just in proportion to that want. 


As Ksenophon says, an increase of smiths makes the price of wrought works fall; and when corn 
and wine are abundant those products become cheap - although in a mercantile spirit as mad as 
his claim that the silver in mines can be mined endlessly forever he claims that the increase in that 
profession makes the price go even higher". 


The powers of observation of Ksenophon are inferior only to that of Robert; and without noticing 
he saw the reason why too much grains lose all value, but silver does not as a nation grows 


” “Et 6€ Ot HEV &ypOds KEKTNHEVOL THVTES ExoLEV Gv EiTeiv Ord0a Cebyn ApKEi Eic TO YOPioV Kai OTOOOL 
épyatar: iv 6’ Eni TAEov TOV ikavav éuBGAAH Tic, Chuiav AoyiCovtat: ev dé ToIc GpyvpEtotc Epyots ThvTES 5} 
oaow évdsioba1 épyatav. Kai yap obs’ Homep Stav ToAAOi YaAKoTOTOL yévovtat, GEiMv YevoUEV@V TOV 
YOAKEVTIKOV EPY@V, KATAADOVTAL Ot YAAKOTUTOL, KAI Oi OLdNPEIG ye Moat: Kai StAV yE TOADS OitOS Kai 
oivoc yévntat, dEiwv Svtwv TOV KApPTOV, GAvoITEAEIs ai yempyiat yiyvovtal, Hots TOAAO! AMELEvoL TOD TIV 
yi épyaCeo8an én’ Etopias Kai KammAsiag Kai ToKtopOvs TpéTOVTAL: Apyvpitic 5é ow dv TAsiov Paivytar 
Kai &pybplov TAEOV yiyvNTOl, TOOOUTM TAEiovEs El TO Epyov Todto Epyovtat. Kai yap d1 émmAG LEV, 
ETELSAV IKAVE TIC KTNONTAL TH OiKig, Ob LOAG ETL TpOSoMVodVTAL GPyUpLoV dé OddEic TH OTH TOAD 
EKTHOATO WOTE LNKETL TpoodeioBar- GAA’ iv TLol yEvytat TapTANVEc, TO TEpITtEdoV KAaTOPUTTOVTES ODSEV 
Httov HSovtat i ypapevor abt.” 

- Tldpot f trepi Tpocddwv, Ways of Revenue, IV. 
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wealthier - because silver can be stored for indefinite time as he says, and that hints to the 
obvious unsaid fact that grains that could not be eaten will just spoil away. 


Thus as the necessities for food are met they lose all value; and those more lasting things grow in 

value as men no longer are worried with the mere immediate nourishment - the whims of 
demand, which can be made dearer by a lack of supply, is what explains those phenomena, and 
how worthless then is the wild baseless assertion that ‘it is the work to get it that defines the value’ 
which also far from being original is well repeated throughout time the paralogism that ‘if finding a 
kilogram of gold were the same trouble as producing an ear of grain then they would be the same 
value’. 


He mentions how valuable are Brazilian diamonds and that if chemists found a way to easily press 
carbon into diamonds then the so high price of diamonds would fall below the price of common 
clay blocks; which is easy to see that indeed that would be expected to happen, but it is a 
boundless amount of foolishness to argue that it would happen because of easier means of 
acquisition instead of the superabundance it caused - for we could have the scenario of diamond 
workers going mad and mining to the centre of the earth seeking all diamonds in existence or 
making the hardest mission yet in all of human history to bring a load of rain from our 
neighbouring ice giant. 


Would such most extreme difficulty then make diamonds the most expensive things in existence? 


Much to the contrary; such abundance would find no market - and without demand the price 
would on the same way fall below that of blocks, even though they were so impossibly hard to 
acquire! 


With the tools of today it is easier than ever to extract metals so that we do so on the most 
massive scale; even so most of the metals were worth nothing when they were so hard to get 
because they were undesirable, like the lanthanides, but today when it is so much easier to find 
and separate them they are as expensive as gold - and although gigantic machineries evolve each 
day making it easier they only increase in price! 


Once again because everything is the ‘demand’; the desire of the consumer of wanting that 
dictates entirely the price of everything - ‘how much he suffered to manage to produce that’, or 
the ‘labour’, is absolutely irrelevant and has no relation to the value of things. 


Just so the gold is not from its difficulty of acquiring and its size that makes it good as a coin; a 
piece of paper of negligible difficulty, besides that made for protection, or even some digital bits 
made in fractions of seconds on the database is much better in fulfilling its purpose of facilitating 
the exchange and marking the value of everything - to which imaginary difficulties invented by 
himself in his insane theory he goes on with the most ridiculous excuses and exceptions to explain 
how ‘that piece of paper’ can have that value so distinct from ‘the difficult to produce it’. 


On the same way that a good general is of the greatest value during a war or when one is eminent, 
but little such is worth during times of peace"; or some genial software engineer who could write 
some incomparable algorithm that would allow the analysis of data as never before advancing all 
human science or a biochemist who knows the cure for cancer - being trapped on a farm on the 
countryside their salary, and production, will be like that of any other man. 


It is not the man, the product or the seller who determinates the value; but the buyers - the owner 
gives his good the greatest value he can, but the value of such is no more than what others 
estimate it to be. 


‘If something has no value then the labour spent on it also has no value; thus such labour is not 
labour’ is something that he says trying to reconcile such obvious insanity and discrepancy of his 
argument that ‘labour defines value’ to reality; absurdity at the ridiculous making up arbitrary and 
forced exceptions to keep up his fanciful view - once that his lines that ‘goods have no value to 
their owners but to those who do not own it; and so the useful-labour gives value in accordance to 
what is useful to the buyer’ is perfectly useless and nothing more than the ‘demand’ already 
explicitly known for a century without any justification for his doctrine that ‘the labour gives value’. 


It goes down an nauseating word-play making up new Frankenstein words, as the Germans love to 
do, which I will spare the reader, but his point is that morality and éternelle justice which to him 
the mere word ‘labour’ is as some sacred god apart from all logic of reality cannot ever be treated 
as a commodity; it has to be distinct of all mundane factors of economy and he invents new 
meanings whole distant from the original of what is ‘labour’ in order to not admit that his entire 
premise is failed - when labour, which means simply and nothing more than ‘work’, is identical to 
every good being offered as a service by the same mutual offer and demand that defines the value 
of every commodity and object. 


We buy the services of others when we need it just as any other good; when there are many 
painters or builders the price of their labour goes down, and if there is a single one it goes up as 
people compete to who will get that good. 


Thus from both breasts of our Mother in common, the earth and sea, we receive freely from the 
gods or buy with our labour the abundance of matter limited solely by nature; through which 


“The value or worth of a man is, as of all other things, his price; that is to say, so much as would be given for 
the use of his power, and therefore is not absolute, but a thing dependent on the need and judgement of 
another. An able conductor of soldiers is of great price in time of war present or imminent, but in peace not 
so. A learned and uncorrupt judge is much worth in time of peace, but not so much in war. And as in other 
things, so in men, not the seller, but the buyer determines the price. For let a man, as most men do, rate 
themselves at the highest value they can, yet their true value is no more than it is esteemed by others.” 

- Leviathan I: X. 
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industry of men we obtain the animals, vegetables and minerals be such easily exposed on the 
surface of the earth or hidden below - such are ‘commodities’ and after we nourish our 
necessities we do not waste the rest but exchange with others for that which we do not have”. 


Yet even if there was some endless territory for the continuous acquisition of all natural resources 
there is not only the necessity for raw produce; and in both cases we do not pay for that which 
nature offers for free, but for the service of obtaining and furnishing to us that thing and by the 
manufacture upon them - just as we offer our speciality of labour by the same demand in 
accordance with the necessity of those who desire such commodity produced by our labour. 


To model such in our modern Economy we use the exact same tools of equations and graphs; 
‘labour’ is a good and commodity, or rather we can say that we do not pay for the ‘good’ and 
‘commodity’ but for that labour to bring those things to us - in either case the distinction of them, 
and then the deification of ‘labour’ as some magical value-defining thing, is completely imaginary. 


” “As for the plenty of matter, it is a thing limited by nature to those commodities which, from 
the two breasts of our common mother, land and sea, God usually either freely giveth or for 
labour selleth to mankind. 

For the matter of this nutriment consisting in animals, vegetables, and minerals, God hath freely 
laid them before us, in or near to the face of the earth, so as there needeth no more but the 
labour and industry of receiving them. Insomuch as plenty dependeth, next to God's favour, 
merely on the labour and industry of men. 

This matter, commonly called commodities, is partly native and partly foreign: native, that 
which is to be had within the territory of the Commonwealth; foreign, that which is imported 
from without. And because there is no territory under the dominion of one Commonwealth, 
except it be of very vast extent, that produceth all things needful for the maintenance and 
motion of the whole body; and few that produce not something more than necessary; the 
superfluous commodities to be had within become no more superfluous, but supply these wants 
at home, by importation of that which may be had abroad, either by exchange, or by just war, or 
by labour: for a man's labour also is a commodity exchangeable for benefit, as well as any other 
thing: and there have been Commonwealths that, having no more territory than hath served 
them for habitation, have nevertheless not only maintained, but also increased their power, 
partly by the labour of trading from one place to another, and partly by selling the manufactures, 
whereof the materials were brought in from other places.” 

— Leviathan II: XXIV, which together with the I: X above are the only resemblance of economy 
in the Leviathan, which sadly the remainder is, like Communism, pure moralism of ‘how the 
world should be’ besed solely on the ‘absolute undeniable truth’ that is his empty religion with 
the morals of ‘how god intended it to be’. 
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Taken by some mental illness Heinrich just read through those perfectly developed concepts of 
Economy and ignored to understand them; and as his economic model is perfectly illogical and 
meaningless he properly focus on yelling that those who ‘do not work’ have to die instead of 
‘being in command’ - as the owners of farms and machinery who ‘hold the capital enslaving the 
worker for his own gain instead of working himself’. 


Which, of course, needs no commercial model or any logic in order to touch the heartstring of 
the masses who will not even read the damned book, but just follow the slogans that please their 
ears; the giant book itself so awfully written that it feels more like it was made to force the reader 
to give up and consent with his conclusions that so much seem to be convenient to the ‘workers’. 


Where, as aforementioned, the ‘absolute equality’ that most believe when they join the cult is not 
what he really advocates for; nor is there any meaning on his slogan of ‘abolition of the classes’ - 
he merely ignores the name of ‘classes’ as he divides his society in a long hierarchy of classes 
ranked by his own definition of merit. 


He goes on a longer example of: ‘Let us imagine ourselves in a community of free individuals 
doing their work in means of productions in common and every labour is combined as a single 
one as the labour of the community; instead of individual and of private use the product now 
belongs to the entire community - a portion serves for the consume of all as means of subsistence 
and a distribution of the remainder becomes necessary. The way of distribution then is a historic 
moment and can be, for example, in accordance with the hours he worked; thus the hours of 
hour is linked both to what he produced to the good of community as from on the other hand it 
is also the measure that he receives for the individual consume. On this case it is simply 
transparent the effect of his work on the production and distribution.’. 


Now that ‘simplest possible example’ is already so deficient that it is even painful to consider; as it 
supposes some ‘equal necessity’ to all and that ‘hours of work’ are identical to the amount actually 
produced as if all were equally demotivated, crippled and unskilled. 


What about several people wanting some thing that is only enough for one, what criteria decides 
who gets it? It creates more problems while simultaneously solving nothing; and all normal people 
should promptly propose the most common thing that every barbarian has been able to realize - 
that each man produce what he wants, eat from it whatever he wants and then exchanges with 
others when he want some of their production. 


But he himself ignore any further building up of his scenario or any science and merely says then 
‘what if then instead of the time spent we substituted that by the skill level of the work?’; where he 
Jumps away from that unsustainable hypothetical scene by going back to commenting on modern 
affairs in how he will make universities for free to train new professions and those will receive 


more than the unskilled work based on how skilled that profession in - and that is his ‘merit’ of 


what each is ‘worthy’ to receive, working for him and receiving what he sees fit for the price he 
sees fit with no freedom to do his own exchanges and evaluation with each other. 


His point is that then what one ‘gains’ can only be spent with consuming; the best doctors or 
scientists In the world can be ‘rich’ and be paid many times more than the unskilled rabble, but 
he want them to spend everything everyday with ten thousand prostitutes or what not instead of 
building a laboratory or have the freedom to invest on anything - it is forbidden to accumulate or 
to build capital, all gains are only to be consumed entirely and immediately! 


Such is the fate of the classes he sees as ‘worthy’ of being rich having a more pleasant life in his 
‘real meritocracy’; differently from the owner of a farm or company who ‘just explores the worker 
getting rich without working’ - as he feels morally indignant at that free exchange that resulted in 
that he says that the government has to be the owner of everything determining all prices and what 
everyone gets, forcing thus his fantasy that ‘labour is value’ by making it come true as everyone 
works for him and he defines from his imagination what is that ‘labour’ that deserves pay. 


So he wants people to receiving money solely from direct manual work and not any intellectual 
contribution, it matters nothing if it improved the world ten thousand fold, or some great benefit 
one built because only sweaty physical labour counts as ‘real work’; and money only to consume 
on his own pleasure because the house is a property of the government and one cannot invest on 
the chickens there or open a business or try anything or even leave to his children the fruits of his 
work - one has to work endlessly and spend it all. 


Thus on such ideal form it would already be a horrible hell to live in, but besides all this pain 
inflicted on its own population by both the economy and authoritarianism wholly moralist 
arbitrarily forcing his ideals of what is good there is still the forces of nature; as inevitable such 
worthless system collapses there are massive humanitarian tragedies waiting in the future of that 
State, and those ideals of supposed ‘moral’ betray themselves as the control over ‘merit’ and 
supreme power to the loyalist class that agrees with him means merely that it all will be filled by 
the incompetent flatterers who please the powerful boss - who together would happily squander 
all the luxury as tyrants over the people until that inescapable collapse bring respite to the poor 
population. 


That is all clear and simple; and there is nothing else to his philosophical fantasies that really have 
nothing to do with scientific economy, but still he goes on looking for other points to excite 
feelings that can win over the masses. 


The entire point is to avoid people to exchange amid themselves; everything is mediated by the 
state buying and selling everything - he defends it under the threat that otherwise ‘the usurant 
misers’ buy something for a hundred to sell for a hundred and ten since they are buying it not 
because they want the item but already with the cunning evil intention to resell it dearer. 
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And that is just like exchanging his one-hundred coins for one-hundred and ten of someone 
else’s; and that is the same as directly stealing from the other person. 


I do not need to say how much more important than any menial physical task is the 
administration and entrepreneurship of the owners of companies; and how merchants are the 
entire logistic of transporting goods whither they are more expensive that is where there is a 
greater necessity of them - for the defence of them it suffices to read any actual economist or to 
make the due course on their complex art. 


We do not need to go about ‘disproving’ every point by an accumulation of facts and arguments 
of why it is false; we instead merely need to show that ‘there is no reason for it to be true’ - that it 
does not correspond or is based on the reality of this world”. 


Looking at the real world we have that farmers can waste their entire day going from house to 
house or around the city trying to sell his grains; and any buyer can go out travelling around 
through every farm and craftsmen looking for each item - and of course that would cost to them 
absurdly more time and labour than the commission of the merchant who buys everything that 
one wants to sell and sells all one wants to buy, and of course it is often directly impossible to go 
sell or buy your product when the commerce is in a faraway city or on the other side of the world. 


Even going on such venders is a large cost of time so that nowadays we ask ourselves had we 
managed to live before the delivery when we spent a night or an afternoon to go eat or buy 
something! 


To go to China to buy a hat or some cylindrical magnets with balls would cost many thousands 
monetary units; that if we find such travel services, knowing Chinese to communicate there and 
the time of doing that - but thanks to the thieving merchants who do such service in mass we buy 
them for fifty monetary units! 


A seller would spend at least dozens of thousands to take a small load of his product there; losing 
hundreds or thousands of time what he made with his eventual sales - but thanks to the merchant 
he finds a market even when everyone around do not want it and has his profit on what would be 
an absolute loss of his perishables! 


He says that someone who buys leather and produces boots aggregates value with his work and so 
one who cooks and every one, but such much more valuable service of mediator of trade ‘does 
nothing for him to ask more than he paid for the product’; as if by not changing the outward 
appearance then ‘no work was done’, as by delivery men and any other possible service. 


“ Read On the Origin of Subatomic Species to learn about what makes a valid assertion. 
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When, as every political economist knows, those merchants are rather an absolutely necessary 
part of the complicated machinery that distributes the provisions and other commodities of a 
large nation." 


His criterion of evaluation? Pure religious cultism; literally so, and we are going to get 
metaphysical soon! 


However I will leave that for the conclusion of this part. 


He says that the workers receives ‘only his salary instead of part of the production’; what shows 
his incomprehension of the nature of money as the token of how much of the production he has 
a right to - with which he can very well use it to buy the same item that he produced and try to sell 
his production like that. 


Where then most of the workers, as bricklayers and teachers or prostitutes, perform services 
consumed without any possible product for them to receive back; and even so there usually is to 
those who perform services in a company a commission in accordance to his work. 


And further the State having all the stores and distribution points he will still need sellers, and 
caretakers of inventory, administrators, truckers and all such related cost; which will have to be 
paid from the general social product - they receive pay to ‘do nothing’ and receiving only such 
power of exchange, money, and not ‘part of his production’ which is an intangible service so that 
it is whole without any coherence what he says himself on one part of the text and on another. 


It will actually just take the risk of such investors, but it will have to on the same way hire someone 
simply to administrate if everything is in order and for him to be the one who evaluates who to 
hire to actually work manually there; and with no risk to such hirer he will with impunity just 
dictate whatever nepotism he wants since being impossible to go bankrupt who pays for all the 
loses of inefficiency and waste is the entire population. 


Heinrich loses his sight of all these trivial events of reality and all he cares about is to uphold his 
sacred views on morals where the only goal on all this mess is to avoid that ‘the rich become ever 
richer and so on getting ever more ad infinitum’; what can only happens if there 1s such niche and 
necessity unfulfilled on society and for him to provide a service superior to the rest that brings 
trust and convenience to who sells in mass to him and who buys on him - therefore he improves 
the market and establishes the model of progression while the foolish government who supresses 


" “Tf T could succeed in accounting for the present high price of the necessaries of life, without criminating a 
class of men who, I believe, have been accused unjustly, and who, every political economist must know, are 
absolutely necessary in the complicated machinery that distributes the provisions and other commodities of a 
large nation.” 

- An Investigation of the Cause of the Present High Price of Provisions, about such common and utterly 
baseless blaming of merchants. 
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him remains on its worthless inefficient wasteful form worsening the entire quality of life of all of 
society only to not give the satisfaction of someone becoming rich by showing himself superior to 
his ‘ideal’ system. 


Free competition makes him salty and they have to Just accept his unquestionable imagination as 
the perfect mode without any competition allowed; where if a government were to truly provide 
such service and were truly better then no merchant would have any chance of competing by 
using of a worse system - his being better to society, which means to be more efficient in utilizing 
the resources and labour of the people, what chance will there be for the one just steals to himself 
the gains instead of investing in improving? Losing to such is the clearest proof that his company- 
government is no more than a social defect and deficit rather than the saving paradise of society 
which he hallucinatedly baselessly claims it to be and forbids all to compete against him. 


He knows he has no chance of competing against his betters and as Keresani forbids the priests of 
walking around the realm and to give him advice by trying to crush them all before their can 
threaten his worthless tyranny; where on the same way the Golden Haoma would crush him with 
his mace dethroning him - for upon competing with the rest of the world he would feel as if his 
potency had atrophied from his muscles and the quickness had fled from his feet and as if a dark 
veil had been thrown over his mind when the reality is that he was never strong or fast or provided 
with intellect! ” 


He jumps around like he is a drugged hare to and fro from one side to the other and is unable to 
form any concrete view of the whole market; as upon jumping to ‘other ways that the capitalists 
steal the labour’ he talks about how they buy the means of production and hire the labour - when 
if the weavers were the owners of the machines they would gain more, and therefore such extra is 
stolen by the capitalist. 


However while is suffices to say that it is the exact same case already treated I will illustrate it step 
by step how empty his words are since he merely says that and elaborates no further how exactly 
he proposes to ‘solve’ it; first where will the worker buy the machine? Because if the estate owns it 
he will receive what the estate decides to pay him; and on the same way ‘he is robbed because if 
he owned everything he would get more for that work’. 


Would he buy it on the same place as the capitalist then? 
But such also is a capitalist who bought the materials and hired the handiwork to make them! 


Would he need to seek each personal machine craftsman? 


© Yasna IX: 24, 29. 
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But on the same way he would be paying for the labour of that craftsman to increase his own; just 
as the smith from whom he bought pieces and paid for the service without sharing of the gains of 
the machine or the miner who sold his service of seeking for ore and did not receives from the 
production of the smith, craftsman and weavers that use his labour but only receives that fixed by 
his initial service independent of what it became - the sixty and two or ninety and two craftsman 
who work to prepare the wires used in clocks receive purely the value of their services by the time 
spent independently of the consumer will do with that product they made, be throwing it away or 
making millions, nor would there be a way to go out ‘giving commissions’ of everything they do 


with his ‘product’. 


On the same way every machine craftsman would spend most part of his time seeking who wants 
to buy such machine instead of working; and who buys risks the work of some unknown person - 
while a machine is too much for a single worker and a waste without several to operate it and 
when a mechanic revolutionize the machine with more efficient ones he alone will have no impact 
in improving the world without hiring in mass for them to produce all such better machines 
instead of everyone wasting their labour making the worse ones. 


It all derails extremely fast and, as above on the little mention of the ‘equality of anarchism’, 
society itself would be unable to hold under those imaginary aims and norms; how much less for 
them to treaty of actually beneficial measures as in how what improves lives is not any guesswork 
of norms but that of investors who compete to the most efficient method of utilizing those 
resources and labour of society. 


And he goes down to the most insignificant arguments of the lowest quality in his desperate 
defence of his sickening vision against reality; as the meaningless ‘argument’ randomly thrown 
with no context or point to make that ‘nature does not makes men with money and commodity 
and others only with labour; then it is not the natural order’ - just as it also does not creates 
houses nor clothes or anything, for even a fruit it is us who pluck it out and take it for it is not 
‘natural’ for the ‘nature’ to bring it to our mouth so that we can chew it how much less the 
unnatural act of cooking and preparing things, and all we have in life is the ‘unnatural’ result of 
our actions improving or worsening our situation and that of others with what we leave. 


But obviously ‘nature’ is entirely ambiguous and used as the author well pleases to his 
convenience evoking some arbitrary inherent divine righteousness to what so ever he says; and it 
is not the most natural thing the desire of men for women? And from such directly offspring is 
produced and the continuity of the species; at the same time is not the father the king of his family 
and he passes down the law to his wife and children as a natural consequence? And such follow 
their nature producing the grandchildren and great grandchildren of such following the same law; 
forming a village and a kingdom - on the natural desire to survive and provide for their families 


they seek better ways of finding food and instead of nomads who seek for stones to make a spear 
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and hunt now they seek first a house and a wife and an ox to plow", is such change of life to be 
criticized? Should they try the impossibility of living the exact same life of their ancestors? Such is 
what is obviously artificial and against such natural sequence of events that led to the new way of 
life and to kingdoms; and to infernal metallic mills belching smoke upon the sky and monetary 
units - as natural as every tree and wild beast only following their instinct on and on to this point. 


Both arguments are not even wrong, but merely make no sense at all”, because ‘nature’ is a word 
without any definition or meaning; it is used as a master tool to attribute some mystical and divine 
weight to an argument that is unable to sustain itself on due evidence and logic - it is the apex of 
foolishness and stupidity those who fall to such lowest appeal begging others to accept his insane 
cultism. 


But ignoring any definition or justification of what he says he used the basic lowest-quality 
expression only to the general effect without any thought or value behind it; and even then the 
man loves incoherence so much that little after he says that ‘work is against nature’ and every man 
of his own choice regulates and controls nature as he wills to his benefit. 


To which slip of admission is it not accepted that there is the large spectrum between the 
foolishiest farmer and agricultural engineers on their comprehension of how to best alter nature 
to a state fitting for production? 


To which, again, is just an absolute loss to the State and society to defend the ‘freedom’ of such 
worse farmers to ‘stay relevant’ by depriving the freedom of all efficient ones to contribute more 
and prosper, enlarging their fields and making the value of labour worth more; until he himself is 


outdone and overtaken by one even more efficient. 


“ “Qemotevet 5€ ExAOTOS TAisav NS’ GAOYOV.” 
- Odbooeta, Odyssey, IX: 114. 


“OiKOV Lev TPOTIOTA YovaiKG te Bodv 1’ Gpotijpa.” 
-Epya kat nuépot, Works And Days, 405. 


Both are used by Aristotle, daringly treating the cyclops as the most primitive example of society and that even 
so they delegate laws, justifying the origin of laws and the State as naturals on the opening of Politics, , and my 
point is the ambiguity of ‘nature’ which is used for the absolute convenience of all authors to justify with divine 
sanctity, with no argument, what so ever they imagine to be ‘right and good’. 

” For there can be no certainty of the last conclusion without a certainty of all those affirmations and negations 


on which it was grounded and inferred. 


I should not say he were in an error, but that his words were without meaning; that is to say, absurd.” 
- Leviathan I: V. 
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The remainder of the time is all he just talking of how immoral it is to let people work as much as 
they want and praising the laws that prohibit people of being legally hired; because as the 
machines produce much more than people can they have to work much more to produce just a 
fraction of such and now for any reason labour is something negative to him and he takes the 
opposite side from before and that life is to be made easier but that the machines only intensified 
and worsened the life of the workers because ‘only the bourgeoisies are benefited’ and explore 
ever more as all craftsman go work in factories - says he arguing how cruel it is to let people have 
the choice of investing on their future. 


Funnily all his cherry-picked data, by the mere fact of still being true, only confirm what is the goal 
of his life to deny; that the abundance of the good degrades its value, being all service and work 
Just one such economic good to be exchanged, so that the overpopulation and lack of demand led 
to meagre wages while today a multitude of adults of all classes do not even work because a single 
one can maintain a large family on most of the world -and not only the necessities of life but 
every luxury and commodity which have long been the greatest part of the expenses as never was 
possible before since we have the so efficient mass production, with so little strain on individuals, 
that he despised and spoke against when it was convenient to him to speak against that ‘easier life 
that make men weaker and equal to women’. 


He claims that the benefits come from the cooperation of many because somehow magically ‘the 
labour in group produces more than the sum of its parts’ being this then what the ‘capitalist’ steals, 
however the obvious is how the weaver and then machine operator still alone produce greatly by 
the evolution of the art or tools; such progress is not imitable on his forced cooperation of the 
worthless state that loves the past and wants to keep out-dated inefficient methods relevant to 
preserve ‘the individuality of each profession’ but by the continuous substitution of companies by 
that with the highest efficiency and it is the good usage of resources that makes mass production 
great in contrast with disorganized producers not some insane magical power of ‘more than the 
sums of its parts’. 


When a man at first took a stone or a stick to take fruit down such were capital products; 
obtaining something for the sake of obtaining something else with it - improving their work 
efficiency and thus providing more food for their family as the most successful individuals", for 
the ‘capitalism’ of the mere economical science that he wants to deny is nothing more than that 
pure simple logic of reality that the less apt lasts less and is outcompeted by the more efficient. 


Where he uses his unilateral data abandoning any pretext of economic solutions for moral 
appeals, however he shows only the exact contrary of his faith for it is the great offer of working 
hands that took down its value to the observed point; and promptly solved when they stopped 


“ He himself mention that example of Torrens, in Production of Wealth, about ‘the first capitalist’; and 
somehow he leaves that mention as some kind of critic against capitalism instead of the undeniable march of 
evolution into a better condition in life. 


reproducing like rabbits so that the market would achieve equilibrium and compete now to hire 
them - in contrast to his prophecies of the absolute vileness that would enslave all those who 
refused to rise in revolt against the cruel rule of the bourgeois. 


Shocked before the horrible scenery as one of the catastrophes of Malthus he choose to blame 
something and avert his eyes from reality to his land of fantasy; thus he did not see that the 
efficient usage of machines and the massive capitalistic production saved the following billions 
from dying of hunger - and even more to die in childhood and of horrible diseases as most of 
humankind died before us. 


How can a book so clearly flawed be produced? And by someone who even read time after time 
the repetition of the undeniable simple reality of the competition leading to the selection of the 


one who can best employ his resources! 


He dared to compare himself with the most important work ever produced by humankind, that 
of Robert, while denying that very same mechanism and all science!" 


The explanation is in how such deficient and baseless economy is the front pretext of such many 
attempts of seducing the ignorant workers to his sect; where ahead he man goes down the wells of 
insanity and climbs the mountain of madness exposing the cosmic horror of the monstrous 
cultism which inhabits his mind and guides all his steps. 


He does so by making up certain distinctions of his own imagination between ‘value of usage’ and 
‘value of exchange’ and ‘value’ or any other random amalgamation of words as aforementioned 
the Germans love to do; which division have never existed and in nothing are they useful but to 
confuse everything with his arbitrary definitions, but which he tries to pass as the cost of 
production of when it is still worth it to produce for the market - but he refuses to use the name 
coined by others and on the most indirect manner with a multitude of terms tries to describe with 
the many distinct processes what is resumed to simple demand. 


He uses such to, besides of confusing any poor reader who tries to understand the long rubbishes 
said, engrain his mystical belief that such distinction exist and so that the capitalist who works 
smartly instead of hard and undeniably create all such comfort and abundance of a better life in 
fact has no value because they are soulless products; the capitalist only cares with the ‘value of 
excess’ that he can explore not the ‘true value of the soul of the applied labour’ - and because of 
that that they must all die and only the hard workers can exist on society for the world to be good! 


The world being ‘good’ is it reflecting his fantasies; not any tangible benefit. 


” At the start of the Manifesto; it says it will revolutionize economics as On the Origin of 
Species revolutionized biology. 
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His ‘additional labour spent increases the value’ is purely defending the waste; for contrary to 
value it is a loss to all what could be produced with much more ease if instead of the incompetent 
deciding what he imagines to be the best process an intelligent one who truly thinks on what is 
best were to administer such recourses. 


He makes-up a ‘double value transferred to the object by the labour’ which exists only on his 
imagination; and then he wants to shape the world to such metaphysical madness - to not use 
‘cost of production’ and admit that he has nothing to say that has not been said before he says that 
‘the machine transfers its value little by little to the product’ and ‘the cotton that became trash 
transfers such labour as value to the product for it is necessary for the final product’ following with 
instance so miraculous and ridiculous like that to explain how that what is eternally preserved is 
only the soul of the labour imbued upon the object and not such ‘value of excess’ which is the 
capitalist theft. 


And what about a machine in a storage house without use; where did its mystical labour went 
upon it wasting away? They are simple wastes of inefficiency of its usage and remediated by better 
organization, but on his sect he feels the necessity of explaining how the sacred labour is an 
indestructible contribution to society. 


And that a machine of a hundred and fifty can only transfer such value after the years of usage 
until it stops working; it does not matter if it is twenty times more efficient than before and makes 
one produce a thousand per day when before he would produce fifty - all of that is an illusion 
and ‘excess of value’! 


He goes to the most absolute incomprehensible dementia in spiritual beliefs of an imaginary 
bizarre world with no relation to the real world; the entire foundation of his ‘economy’ is such 
concept that the labour transfer its soul as metempsychosis” to the product and so it is the hours 
of services spent the measure of the value of everything and the only thing that matters to society - 
not any physical quantity produced or real goods on the life of people but only the effort of the 
task matters for such is the ‘value’! 


The capitalist thus only reorganizes to produce more and waste less, but that only spreads the 
value between many products instead of a single one full of soul since he does not work there 
hammering soul into things! 


Upon buying three sacks of cotton for twenty and five coins and lose two sacks on the process of 
weaving so that he makes two shirts of fifteen coins each the final value is thirty because he 


” Metempsychosis is the transmigration of the soul to a new body after death; and this is the word he uses in 
how ‘labour’ is that transference of soul into the object and that magic power of effort is what makes it 
valuable, not any triviality of tangible quality of life with things that make life easier, more enjoyable and more 
comfort. 
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inserted his labour of five together with the labour that produced the cotton and the ‘lost one’ 
transferred its soul into the shirt, but if a capitalist hires with machines and manages to lose only 
half a sack making five shirts of ten coins the final is fifty coins, but whence came those twenty 
extra coins? It is what he steals from the people; he is charging more than the soul of labour 
inserted and selling for an unjust price - and if he pays ten coins for the hired work he steals over 
half of the hours of the worker since he gets fifteen coins from it when it was the worker who 
produced everything thus since he does not work all his called ‘profit’ is unpaid wages to the real 
worker and like that he accumulates to explore in an ever greater scale! 


It is irrelevant that without being hired such worker would work even harder to get five coins and 
that now everyone can buy shirts for a cheaper price. 


Such is the ‘great argument’, a philosophical misery so foolish that it is a philosophy that begets 
only misery”, that his hundreds of pages try to make the reader accept, at times flattering with 
promises of the paradise of the perfect friendly society at times intimidating with threats of a 


capitalist hell and insults to one’s moral calling him abuser of innocents; all ‘efficiency’ and 


massive production of comfort and progress to a better life are just a satanic illusion called ‘value 
of excess’ on things and not the real value which is only the metempsychosis of work and so they 
are not paid for results nor for them all being equal but by what his wistfulness judges to be ‘hours 
of useful work’ - such is the essence of the original communism, although on his populist public 
appeal he hides such bizarrerie of his mind to try the most shameless brazen seduction. 


It might sound like I am joking and that certainly he could not have written all of that blatant so 
fanciful madness; it sounds like that even for me who have to write here about such incoherence 
foolishness and it is hard to even form a structure and demonstration that can maintain any sense 
in such discordant collection of baseless assertion as the work under discussion - and all I can say 
is that the reader will have to check it out for himself if he doubts any assertions I have made here 
about the large little book in question. 


What do we get from all of this horrible ramblings? Only much confusion from a very disturbed 
mind; no relation to any governmental or economic plan or with reality at all, but pure baseless 
fantasy - which mad revelries against reason and season would only lead to a retrocess and waste 
of what have been built thus far rather than any progress and improvement in the conditions of 


life. 


On his delusions he saw tongues of fire dancing like comets around him and although he did not 
deign himself to write such with his pen he felt his syllogism so acutely that any other 
demonstration he felt as obtuse; thus moved entirely by faith he felt the essence of the expected 


*' A jab at “The Misery of Philosophy’ in his answer to “The Philosophy of Misery’; where we can see two men 
perfectly deficient in their facultative capacities arguing with each other about how his fantasy is superior - 
with no a drop of reality or science. 


things and such serve as his only evidence of the unseen things - even so he shall never have on 
the coin of his bag the divine seal of virtue.” 


Now that we have gone through that modern disease we can rather sum it in few words; that are 
those ‘normative’ ones right at the beginning of this section - and naturally it is not the first 
normative work ever made, and rather that is the most common thing to find throughout all 
history, but nothing more than a repetition, shallow without any substance just as devoid of 
arguments, of men screaming their fetishes of how others ‘should’ behave. 


The quoted Leviathan there contributed to the sciences when Political Sciences were being born, 
but it too on its remainder advances religious views that by pure faith he believes in rather than 
any consideration of the effects in reality and tangible improvement of the conditions of life. 


But of course ‘it is necessary to institute laws for humankind and for them to live in accordance to 
the law or for them to differ in nothing from the most savage of animals in all respects’”; so let us 
go back over two millennia and see the first of such communist states put forth by the greatest 
writer we ever had - the laws that Plato, at the dusk of his life, judged to be the best regulations 
for humankind.” 


* “Cosi spird di quello amore acceso; 
indi soggiunse: «Assai bene é trascorsa 
desta moneta gia la lega e 'l peso; 


ma dimmi se tu I'hai ne la tua borsa». 
Ond' io: «Si ho, si lucida e si tonda, 
che nel suo conio nulla mi s'inforsa.” 

- Paradiso XXIV: 82-87; where in his colossal stupidity Heinrich quotes it because of the mere mention of 
the figurative coin that carries the divine seal, but which I still deign to reply and clear the name of Dante from 
such filthy mention; on which I use the rest of the Canto where the fire of the holy spirit inspired him to 
without any reason or logic to ‘feel’ the undeniable proof that his faith was right. 

“Eott 6& Motts EATICOLEV@V VTOOTAOIG, TPAyHATMV EAEyyOs Ob PAETTOLEVaV.” 

- Tposg EBpaiovc, To The Hebrews , XI: 1, where there is that ridiculous assertion of believing in something 
without any logic or reason; the only proof being his mere unshakable belief, which is used by Dante over 
there and all such unjustifiable unrealities of ‘faith’. 


* A premise Plato uses very late on his treaty, but I cannot remember exactly where or the exact phrasing right 
now, rather than on the opening of the Politeia; and once again rather than quoting the entire work I will leave 
to the reader to read it himself if he want to confirm my assertions. 


* «TS 58 dvahoyov Aéya, Stav Snoiws Ey 10 SebtEPOV TPs TO TIPHTOV Kai TO TETAPTOV TPOG TO TPiTOV: épEt 
yop avti tod Sevtépov TO Tétaptov 7} avti tod TetTaptOV TO SebtEpov. Kai Eviote TpooTIWéaow avO’ Od AéyEL 
Tp 6 EoTL. Aéyw SE OIOV OpoiMs Exe PLGAN TIPds Atovvcov Kai doTic TPdc Apn;: épEt Toivev TH PLOANV 
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The famous work of the Politeia, often called “The Republic’, is a city-state; which is like some 
free village or town that is not under any greater nation and so has its own laws, and perhaps a 
little district of smaller villages and territory it controls. 


He starts on a disparaging rant about how the old poets might be right in how they describe the 
grant events of gods and men in the past, but that it has to be erased and changed because it is the 
duty of the rulers to lie to the people for their own good”; since it can never be glorified those 
tales of gods or heroes crying or partying drunk in wine - that would only influence the people to 
become cowards and cry-babies devoted to pleasures instead of to justice and virtue. 


Thus it cannot be that Achilles cried at the death of his friend and go on in mourning like it is 
written he did; since it is not virtuous for any to lament for the dead like he did as if it is a bad 
thing - that has to be censured otherwise men will grow fearing death and when it comes the time 
to give their lives for the State they will be cowards shamefully surrendering for the lives instead of 
fighting. 


comida Atovicov Kai TH GoTida OLaAnv “ApEws. i 5 yijpac Tpdc Biov, Kai EoTépa TIPO NEPA: EpEt Toivov 
Ti EOTLEPAY Yijpac NuEpas 1} Homep EpttedoKAtjc, Kai TO yijpas éomépav Biov i Svopdc Biov.” 
- epi tomttkiic, About Poetics, 14578 17-25, says Aristotle. 


“€tre161] vopobeteiv pév LEAAOLEV, fpnvtat dé NLLiv vopopvAaKEs, Nic 5° év Svopaic Tod Biov, oi 5’ a> 
TIPOS NMGcs VEot, pa Lév, Hc PopeEv, Set vopoblstEiv Huds, Gyo 5é Teipioba1 TolEeiv Kai TobTOVS AdTODG 
vopnobétas TE Kai VoLO@bAAKas sic TO SUVATOV.” 

- Nouot, Laws, VI 7704, so that ‘on the setting sun of our lives’ is not original of Plato, which touching part he 
uses due to his old age at this point so that he assumes the role of legislator and guardian to best leave a guide 
to humankind with his wisdom. 


» Although later he contradicts himself and say the poets have to be lying; since it is utterly unacceptable the 
lust of Zeus, the all-wise perfect gods fighting like flawed men for some desire of pleasure and even more that 
any could ever be hurt - the gods being the measure of virtue itself they can never be bad or be at odds. 


“YKvOat1 5é tod Pakyedew Tépt EAANOL OvetdiCovor: ob yap Paci oikdc sivat Dedv éEevpiokew TodtOV SoTIC 
haiveoBat éviryet avOparrous.” 

- Iotopiat, Histories, IV: 79, where it thus says that the Scythians could not accept Bacchus as a god since it 
was unnaceptable one that so induced men into mad debauchery; nor they accepted any foreign habits in their 
midst as they maintained their ancient traditions as invariable and would kill those that attempted any change 
or the introduction of anything new. 


Plato not only bent the facts of reality to fit his views, rather than otherwise, but he also rejected the formal 
religion of the time; following Socrates in accreting all deities into the monotheistical invariance of his perfect 
virtue - so that any personality, flaw, vulnerability or anything at varriance of his view of homogenous virtue 
was to him absolute heresy. 
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Those descriptions are produced because poets, painters and such other artists are just imitators; 
they do not know how to make shoes or clothing or people or all the other things they write or 
draw about and thus they provide only imitations that deprave the rational and best part of the 
soul - and that depravation is what nourishes men who lament, a thing which only women can do, 
and inappropriate things of the like that are not part of the nature, but a result from that 
depravation from wrong imitations of the original. 


Thus all of such ‘imitative arts’ have to be expelled so that they do not deprave the form of men 
and make then evil and shameless with their writing or drawing or such arts that the muse will rule 
the people with pleasure and pain instead of with the law. 


Thus laughing too much or every other pleasure being praised in excess is completely forbidden; 
for what must be praised is Justice and courage and all that is temperate since that is virtue - 
otherwise the children will be influenced and will become unjust and worthless.” 


Like common authoritarianism no literature or music, or any form of fiction and entertaining, 
that differs from his opinion of what is ‘moral to the soul’ is allowed; and that does not includes 
solely the lyrics of the song, for example, but he goes on about the several musical styles and 
rhythms so that all besides the solemn Doric style are forbidden for any to listen to or compose 
be it in public or private - just as there are instruments, like those with strings and those of 
blowing air, that differ from each other and thus they cannot be both good and then one must be 
a corrosive influence so that he bans all other instruments safe for those he selected based purely 
on his tastes. 


That is the duty of his State so that the people will not become unjust; and even on the just there 
is music appropriate for men and music appropriate for women so that they should not listen to 
those others or they will develop unnatural tendencies and characteristics that are not proper for 
their sex - while even with the right virtuous instruments ‘it is too difficult to know what the 
rhythm and harmony mean without words’ so that independently of it being a hautboe or harp 
the naked instrument confuses the mind in knowing if what is being played is virtuous or not, so 
that purely instrumental music is entirely forbidden and the allowed is only with due temperate 
moderation neither too little nor too much. 


To those ‘I would inflict approximately the greatest of punishments’; both to those poets and 


artists as to all who agree in saying that someone by unfair means gained some pleasure or lives 


better with unjust acts or that there is something advantageous that is not just - although he 


56 


That may sound very silly and dumb, but do not put it on the same level as Heinrich; Plato is not only the 
most artful writer we ever had, but he has that entire body of texts from which he properly elicits those 
conclusion - and with thing happens nowadays as the grand outcry of outrage a few years ago, here in Brazil 
for example, about ‘the gay kiss on TV’ while around the world so popular are the political parties exactly for 
that same insanity about things that disagree with their imaginary morals that will then ‘influence the children 
to be depraved’, that is the aforementioned conservationism of some idealized past that has never existed. 
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contradicts himself” and separates pleasure and justice by saying that also is punished who says 
that it is better to live pleasantly than justly while generally he talks about expelling such, but other 
times he is stricken by ire and talks about killing them. 


That is his aim of absolute intellectual oppression, but far from any practical reality of trying to 
repress dissention, as common to real authoritarian States, it is based also entire on his imaginary 
goals; that all heroes and gods have to have only virtues since they are good and perfect so that 
people may know what to emulate - while all of bad is to be attributed to the enemy if it has to be 
included at all, but on most things it is even forbidden to even mention that such bad 
characteristics exist or they would corrupt the mind of the children. 


And of course even the proper ones cannot take all the time of the people enjoying it; they have 
to read neither too little nor too much as intemperance is vile baseness. 


He has long arguments about how virtue is intentional; and then on his State he goes on to say 
that to be virtuous they have to be ignorant of everything so that they are simply incapable of 
doing evil since they know it not - seeing neither contraction as neither the hellish life where all 
intellect is reduces below vegetal insapience™. 


” How those contradictions would work for a law is unclear, but although the words and phrasing contradict 
each other it is still rather clear what he ambiguously means with both by knowing the philosophical basis he 
inferred them from. On this case it is that ‘justice’ Is the ‘true pleasure’ and what ‘should’ make people really 
happy; and then when he separates them it is referring to the ‘false pleasures’ as an illusion that people think 
better than the ‘true pleasures’ of a virtuous life - so they say the same thing, but if put written as a law it is 
extremely arbitrary and ambiguous just as the entire thing merely by his whims of what any of that means and 
what is the point of those imaginary aims. 


* Insapience’ is what I use for the ultimate endorse of it, the singular disease of the Dao, which I will treat 
fully on the next chapter, but it is worth a previous and mention here. 


oF 


ATE, (ERAS; MAME ZA, MRR; RLATGK, feDRaL, DACA, BOL 
FCA, S98, SRO, ATER, HER Ath, HEA, HIRERIA. ” 

- JHF8, Dao De Jing, II. 
And while I often leave simply the original with the source for the reader to seek a translation of his choice or 
compare several translations to grasp at the original, I will this time translate it myself as rather than any 
reference and mention it is crucial to the understanding of the point. 

‘With no enlightened, the people do not fight; with no articles of difficult acquirement, the people have no 
thieves; seeing nothing that awakes desires, their minds do not stray into confusion. Ergo the sage in governing 
empties their mind and fills their interior, weakens their will and strengthen their morals. Always the people 
must have no knowledge and no desire. Those who do have knowledge must be stopped from acting. All 
action being no action, order is not deregulated.’ 

While my translation fills in the gaps of the string of random words that Chinese sentences amount to, the first 
sentence is literally ‘no virtue wise, use people no fight’, an actual paraphrase is much more comprehensible 
to the average reader; to which gist is that with no skilled or virtuous men there is no rivalry for the people to 


pay 


fight over, with no valuables there are no thieves and seeing nothing that they might desire they will have no 
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Besides the intellectual oppression he also sets the rules for what they can do with their bodies; it 
‘being a coral where the voice is the intellect and virtue while the dance is the health of the body’ 
- so that likewise they must be thoroughly instructed in physical activities with some exact number 
of years for each training proper for that age with no more and no less, no matter how much one 
likes or dislike it he cannot be intemperate in having too little or too much of it, in everything said 
to be necessary by the state, as playing harp and fighting pankration. 


For example wine is only to those above eighteen years old, but they can only taste it in some 
occasions since drinking it freely is only to those above thirty; but it cannot be drunk before 
sacred acts or before having sex or before work or for anything that is not ‘for the sake of health’ - 
only at old age they can enjoy that gift from Dionysus as ‘old men are more uptight and it is 
needed now for them to find joy in daily life’ so they are the only ones free to drink at their 
leisure” as long as they do not show intemperance drinking to the point of drunkenness. 


His State is divided in three classes; the ‘bronze’ of the general population of menial workers, and 
of course their necessary slaves from the ‘other non-Hellenic races’ they conquer, the ‘silver’ of 
the warrior class composed of ‘the best’ of the lower class who can by their virtue climb to such 
more disciplined and honoured life and then the ‘gold’ of the wisest and most virtues dealing with 
matters of the government. 


reason to act evilly being tempted to attain it so that the wise government deprives his people of all such things 
of knowledge and desire so that by all being equal in both knowing nothing and having nothing the absolute 
order of nature, ‘the Dao’, will follow its proper course without our actions interfering with the perfect will of 
the universe. 

This is basically a different disease, and much worse, than that of common moralism and of Plato; who says 
that they should proactively act in some way that please the gods, what is just some eternal stagnation in 
suffering, rather than that absolute reduction to insapience in doing nothing to not interfere with ‘nature’, but 
on this argument both converged - which today can still be seen on the ridiculous form that ‘it is her fault she 
was raped since she was using that short skirt inviting it’ often used by that conservatism group who from their 
baseless imagination blame problems of the ‘current degenerated state’ of society. 


“R=: AAR, BoB, At. 
AAR, IMM, ABteok, Mbt. ” 
- AE: = §R, Yi Jing: Jie, IV, which on even such more respectable classic text we have that on the same 
line of thought describing how ‘it is shameful for someone to have his carriage filled with things and that will 
just tempt the thief into attacking him, who else can we blame but him for doing that?’ which should trigger 
those very conservative with a repetition of their own logic since having no principle or axiom they just profess 
a random collection of arbitrary behaviours that sound sweet to their deaf minds; which in both, of course, the 
State most benefit by having the security for any to walk with his belongings on the street without fear just as 
none should fear to walk even naked in a good government. 
” Today most nations have that ‘drinking age’, often eighteen too or twenty one, while also marking that ‘adult 
age’ where they can vote or drive or have sexual relationships and so on; and as ridiculous as that arbitrary 
meaningless law of Plato are those laws we have today - with a meaningless ‘age’ criteria that in no way reflects 
any proper requirement and qualification to those things, rather it hinders qualified people for no reason and 
allow unqualified ones by the mere virtue of ‘age’. 
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As for the more-virtuous class of warriors, whose ‘honours are the salary of those skilled in war’, 
they have to go a little further and should not eat fish or boiled thing”; only roasted things and 
with no spices - since such luxuries will deprave and effeminate the strength of the body. 


Neither can the warriors be distracted by having any property or possession of their own; having a 
house or worrying about money and gifts for women would only get in the way of their dedicating 
their lives for the State - the State will provide all their needs and they cannot have any other care 
except their job as the strength of the State. 


Workmen, by necessity, need some possessions for working and living their less virtuous lives; it 
is an evil necessity, but that does not mean they can just use any kind of shoe or clothing - any 
adornment is evil turning them vain and inciting something non-virtuous as a distraction of the 
important things and a destruction to the good of society. 


Workmen cannot be distracted by having multiples jobs either; ‘no one can do two things well’ 
since ‘it is only possible to have the gift in one thing’ so that shoemakers can only do that 
profession and no other or actors can only work in comedy or tragedy, but it is forbidden to act 
on the two different genres since ‘it makes no sense to divide the work in several parts instead of 
dedicating oneself to doing the best on that single one he is suited for’ - and of course so too 
writers, and all possible things, having that single style and genre so that they can perform their 
part on the gears of the State on the best possible way instead of trying to serve two masters”. 


He gives some justification for some laws; for example ‘no wine before sex’ is justified by saying that the 
child will be born defective because of that, while ‘no boiled food for soldiers’ is based on the difficulty of 
carrying or acquiring water vases during marches so that ‘eating varied things makes the body get used to them 
as they become flesh and blood so that later the body will reject food when he has to change his diet so that he 
must eat only roasted things that are easy to make anywhere’ - those would be proper reasoning and 
justifications, but they are completely imaginary problems also based on his guesswork to justify his goals. 
"That was a rather perplexing thing the first time I read it, that people cannot do two jobs well or have other 
professions and skills, and I passed it as another pure imaginary madness, yet at Ksenophon we find a much 
more sane explanation to what then could have been some lines from Socrates or some educated consensus 
of the time; as he says that ‘the arts are wrought on the great cities at a greater degree of perfection’ explaining 
that ‘for in small cities the same person does both the frame of a couch, a door, a plough and a tablet’ and 
proceeds how each does many things and ‘it is impossible therefore for a man who makes many different 
things to make them all well’; where he concludes repeating it ‘on the great cities it is only one man to make 
any thing and not even a whole thing, but someone makes shoes for men and another for women. And 
sometimes it happens that one only sews for another to cut and as for others they only cut clothes and another 
only joins pieces together. Therefore he whose work is found in a small ambit must by necessity do it the best.’ 
- and while it touches with certain taste on the reality of specialization possible only with such development of 
society it is clearly a great mistake blind to the true progress of the science of the art and not of the artificers. 


Th 


“KE Zio, ENPR, MRRRE, KA: [FI58O MIRE? | A: TRAST, BUZ4 
hin eH, GMT, FERMENT RA a 
FI DERAR ? |” 


- FEF: A0dbWE, Zhuangzi: Zhi Bei You, IX, where on the Dao such single occupation is a way to beome 
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perfect through the guidance of nature; as it says ‘I only did that for years while thinking of nothing and that is 
why I can do it so perfectly as not thinking the Dao guides me’. 


Sull the single-job law is just professed and he felt no necessity to deign himself to give an explanation about 
the principle for creating that law or the sense in doing so; if we ignore the absolute infelicity of the people 
living in that caste system it might seem like something good for society since it would increase their 
production capacity and quality with such hyper-specialized workers - yet, even if we suppose that to be what 
he meant, it is still thoroughly shallow and flawed. 


“The greatest improvement in the productive powers of labour, and the greater part of the skill, dexterity, and 
judgment with which it is anywhere directed, or applied, seem to have been the effects of the division of 
labour. 


The effects of the division of labour, in the general business of society, will be more easily understood by 
considering in what manner it operates in some particular manufactures. It is commonly supposed to be 
carried furthest in some very trifling ones; not perhaps that it really is carried further in them than in others of 
more importance: but in those trifling manufactures which are destined to supply the small wants of but a 
small number of people, the whole number of workmen must necessarily be small; and those employed in 
every different branch of the work can often be collected into the same workhouse, and placed at once under 
the view of the spectator. In those great manufactures, on the contrary, which are destined to supply the great 
wants of the great body of the people, every different branch of the work employs so great a number of 
workmen that it is impossible to collect them all into the same workhouse. We can seldom see more, at one 
time, than those employed in one single branch. Though in such manufactures, therefore, the work may really 
be divided into a much greater number of parts than in those of a more trifling nature, the division is not near 
so obvious, and has accordingly been much less observed. 


To take an example, therefore, from a very trifling manufacture; but one in which the division of labour has 
been very often taken notice of, the trade of the pin-maker; a workman not educated to this business (which 
the division of labour has rendered a distinct trade), nor acquainted with the use of the machinery employed 
in it (to the invention of which the same division of labour has probably given occasion), could scarce, perhaps, 
with his utmost industry, make one pin in a day, and certainly could not make twenty. But in the way in which 
this business is now carried on, not only the whole work is a peculiar trade, but it is divided into a number of 
branches, of which the greater part are likewise peculiar trades. One man draws out the wire, another straights 
it, a third cuts it, a fourth points it, a fifth grinds it at the top for receiving the head; to make the head requires 
two or three distinct operations; to put it on is a peculiar business, to whiten the pins is another; it is even a 
trade by itself to put them into the paper; and the important business of making a pin is, in this manner, 
divided into about eighteen distinct operations, which, in some manufactories, are all performed by distinct 
hands, though in others the same man will sometimes perform two or three of them. I have seen a small 
manufactory of this kind where ten men only were employed, and where some of them consequently 
performed two or three distinct operations. But though they were very poor, and therefore but indifferently 
accommodated with the necessary machinery, they could, when they exerted themselves, make among them 
about twelve pounds of pins in a day. There are in a pound upwards of four thousand pins of a middling size. 
Those ten persons, therefore, could make among them upwards of forty-eight thousand pins in a day. Each 
person, therefore, making a tenth part of forty-eight thousand pins, might be considered as making four 
thousand eight hundred pins in a day. But if they had all wrought separately and independently, and without 
any of them having been educated to this peculiar business, they certainly could not each of them have made 
twenty, perhaps not one pin in a day; that is, certainly, not the two hundred and fortieth, perhaps not the four 
thousand eight hundredth part of what they are at present capable of performing, in consequence of a proper 
division and combination of their different operations. 


What he truly means and aims with that is perhaps undiscoverable, but we can be sure that he is 
not talking about economy; it is like all the rest merely something he found pretty and so adopted 
that all people ‘should’ then behave in that way that pleased him - without a thought about the 
results or reasoning for it. 


So too medicine is judged to be ‘false’ if it recommends people to be in bed receiving care instead 
of contributing to the State; for if the person stops doing bodily labour and is there diseased what 
reason would he have to live? So that medicine has to heal the person fast straight away otherwise 
it will never heal them at all so that the person should just die while he was just in his life without 
giving people trouble and thus undoing all the virtuous actions he did in life by having such 
excessive and shameless love for live. 


As for pregnant women they have to walk around since their health is transmitted to the baby; and 
even after the baby is born the women has to take him around holding him in her arms since 
quail-fighting do the same walking around with their birds for them to get stronger and so too will 
the baby receive benefits from that movement and transmit that health and virtue to the body of 
the child that is being carried - just as being intemperant in pleasure generates a fluidity and 
humidity that causes weakness in the bones while if the woman restrain herself from breeding the 
uterus will be like an animal walking around her body to block her passageways leading to 
problems and diseases until she satisfy that desire of the female organ of reproducing. 


In every other art and manufacture, the effects of the division of labour are similar to what they are in this very 
trifling one.” 

- The Wealth of Nations I: I, which right at the first chapter deals thus with specialization of labour and how 
powerful it is. 

Yet we certainly understand how a skilled worker in an area performs better than an unskilled one we must 
promptly disagree with them about the benefits of such hyper-specialization; beyond the well-being necessary 
for the poor worker in question there is the point that rather than be that piece of machinery doing a single 
operation his entire life in the most inferior of human capacity, which is the bodily labour, it is infinitely more 
productive for them to exert their mind - it is not the specialized workers who can produce all those pins, it is 
the machine. A single worker can produce the pins at many times the rate by himself if he has the machine; 
and of course that was centuries ago so that in our modern society a single worker by himself can produce 
thousands of times what that collection of workers produced - or the autonomous machine can produce it all 
by itself. 

It is the evolution of the art itself that leads to the greatest change and benefit to the state; a man who works 
and learn from all different fields of humankind is most able to advance them further and expand away from 
the tunnel-vision of those who know nothing else but a single operation - and a single man by the usage of his 
brain can literally be worth thousands of times more than the production of all other human hands combined, 
as all classic farmers and smith cannot compete with the boost in production that a single machine created for 
the purpose can perform. 

It is not about the cooperation of super-specialized people, and much less the mindless fantasies of Heinrich 
that ‘the cooperation of the whole of workers result in more than the sum of its parties’, but simple 
understanding of reality in finding a more efficient way of doing something than by the direct employment of 
the ineffective bio-machinery of the human body. 
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Just as all must be ambidextrous since it is shameful to know how to do something with one hand 
and not with the other; creating such unbalance and depravation on their own bodies. 


As clear by the twelve months of the year and the twelve gods ruling on the snow-clad many- 
topped Olympus that number is special and thus there has to be an exact number of families in 
the State to divide them in twelve tribes; so that each have their proper designed land and we can 
organize to each tribe to perform their proper festivals for each month, besides those of each day 
and where each will do their habitual sacrifices that have to be done before of each undertaking 
so that they may success with the approval of the gods. 


On the beloved gymnastic and musical” festivals we need some changes, however. 


First the poets on the competition need to be at least fifty years old and to be good men who 
honour the laws of the State; then all of them have to sing something, to which he explicitly says 
that no matter if they are horrible singers or if there is no singing on their work - and so they 
should be voted by actually how virtuous he is instead of by any of his skills, and so too besides 
younger men not being allowed to participate nor those who are not judged to be virtuous by the 
State people cannot sing the music those young or un-virtuous men create no matter if they are 
the most beautiful songs in the world, ‘better than those of Orpheus’, since only those approved 
by the State and from good men are accepted to exist. 


As for gymnastic they must fight emulating warfare, both on single pankration as in group fights, 
and they should honour who fights and live correctly while they must despise and abuse, as a 
double punishment, those who behave themselves shamefully without the courage to fight and 
compete virtuously; so that they must hide in ambush well before the festivals and attack each 
other in surprise rushes while they use ‘almost real’ weapons so that they are already ready and 
with real fear making the competition realistic - so that homicide is forgiven when it happens 
during the competitions since ‘soon others equally good will be born to take their place and what 
is bad for a State causing its ruin is not the loss of such individuals but to lose the fear of war and 
the virtue of being always ready and strong’. 


Human are flawed and even surrounded with all virtue they can still feel evil desires and be 
‘tempted at day and incited by night’; so when they feel like commiting sacrilege or any other 
crime they should remember that the gods do not tempt people with bad things, nor are they 
tempted, so that instead it is ‘the madness of ancient crimes that have not been cleaned even 
today’; so that he has to go to the temple to make expiation and pray to heal his desires of 
criminality - and if such do not go away that he may remember that ‘death is more honourable 
than life, then free yourself from it’. 
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One of the rare occasions where Plato is actually right; that ‘musical’ comes from the Muses - it is truly the 
art of the muses, and it is thus used to refer to any art or more generally, as in this case, to all intellectual 
activities. In contrast to gymnastics, which refer to all physical activities. 
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Although suicide is portrayed little after as ‘the violence against your best friend’, himself, and 
which should never be done since it is base before the gods who gave him life; so that instead of 
expecting every criminal to regret his premeditation and suicide themselves without bothering 
anyone he follows with a better crime policy where the policing guards go after the criminals to 
properly enforce the law - his discourse, however, is not how to prepare such police force or any 
way of training or patrolling or even any judicial system to verify the accusations, but merely listing 
some random instances. 


Focusing in how there has to be a different response if it is an old man beating a young one or the 
contrary; since just like the good is superior to the evil and men are to women so too are elder 
people to those younger, while the law also differs to foreigners and if amongst family members - 
with only the most heinious having a death penalty, as ‘killing someone intentionally using a 
storm’, but in the lighter ones there is exile or some punishment while involuntary ones are 
usually pardoned. 


Applying that he exemplifies how it works then by saying that ‘there are two kinds of poison’ 
where one is that of medics and such who know substances that cause damage to people or to 
properties; these have to be fined for that - as for enchanters who make spells cursing others they 
have to be killed at once. 


As for an animal that kills a person it has to be dismembered, ‘destroying it’, before throwing it 
outside the borders of the state; Just as if a person falls down and hits his head against a rock or a 
tree so that the person dies then that inanimate thing is the culprit of the crime and it is necessary 
to perform the due rituals of expiations while the rock or thing has to be carried to the border to 
be thrown out of the country - any inanimate thing that someone falls upon or that falls upon 
someone has to be treated like the animal blamed with homicide.” 


“ Now, I am sure this sounds too ridiculous already and it is comical to imagine how if someone slips in his 
bathroom and dies we have to break the floor of the house and throw on the neighbouring country the 
murder rubble, but far from some ancient stupidity of a former time when humankind was blinded by cultism 
it is something perfectly common in our very modern world - the billions of people who keep the mindless 
superstition that ‘there is something evil in the house’ or swears they can feel the ‘bad influences’. 

Stull today most so devoid of any intellect try to explain any undesirable thing that happens, as a fall or 
breaking anything, as a proof of their fantasy of the presence of evil spirits; with far from a harmless quirk of 
some is a crippling mental disability where they prejudice against all ‘non-virtuous people’ who believe 
anything different from them and as if carrying that imaginary plague they avoid all places such people with 
others opinions have owned and their objects as if it were all polluted by a demonic aura emanating from that 
unclean class of people who do not follow the same religion as himself - equally performing ridiculous rituals 
of prayers and such mystic expiatory purification when not throwing the item away or destroying it completely. 


Such differ in nothing from Plato, and indeed here in the west the main religion is no more than a 
plagiarization of Platonic ideals, so that they are worthy of all derision and mockery; calling something a 


Those are some meaningless actions perfomed for imaginary aims, but how less harmful than his 
law that if anyone is too good, or if he is good in many things, he then is a disturbance to the 
order of society as he breaks his mould to all and thus must be sent away; just as young people, 
explicitly saying that regardless of they being competent or not, cannot rule of older ones - and 
his laws are thus absolute models for always and ever being forbidden to change them or to create 


more laws.” 


The virtuous among the eldest rule thus as the class above the warriors, as he supports that 
inexistence relation between age and knowledge or wisdom, and it is up to the governor to make 
the festival where he decides who breeds with whom; since ‘women are weaker than men, but still 
there are those more virtuous one and more depraved ones just like dogs and horses have to be 
selected from the best so too we cannot let a virtuous female with a depraved male in order to 
beget the best just population’ - so that the ‘best men’ with great conquests of war have to be the 
ones who impregnate most women in order to produce many high-quality virtuous children while 
those crippled or with any deficient have to be with the depraved and crippled women and also 
hide their children in secret and obscure places far away from the schools of the virtuous children 
so that they will not contaminate them with their depravation. 


After separating thus into their proper classes by merit they then have the women in common for 
the entire class as having private wifes would deprive society from that fertile virtuous woman 
while the husband is at war or if he is unproductive; thus every women from twenty to forty years 
old and all men from thirty to fifty five are available to all on their class so that they may breed 
well the new generation - and so that they do not get distracted from their duties by the raising of 
children there are nurses kept apart just for the raising of children. 


Although he does not deal with the problem that the poor old men will not have enough erection 
to fulfil the law of satisfying the empusae painted in white lead and fill every fetid hole before 
getting to where they want to enter in; as it would be necessary to establish such legislation so that 
they do not all pile upon the clear favourites - but of course such level of organization and 
planning to real world challenges is much more intelligent and well-though than the Politeia.” 


‘religion’ is nothing changes the reality of being no more than a set of ideas, and which being a harmful disease 
to society it would be to the benefit of all humankind if it were to be extirpated. 


“ That last one is a direct critic to the practices of corrupt Athens flooding the constitution with new laws; and 
just like today exploring loop-holes to use technicalities to evade the intended effect of the law rather than 
ruling with any good sense - still, while his critic of the deranged democracy is beautiful, how much more 
inefficient and worse is his proposal against that democratic disease. 

” “Bhémvpos 
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- ExxAnoidCovoat, Ecclesiazusae, 619-620, where thus the genial Aristophanes ridicules directly that concept 
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Without having a woman to call ‘mine’ nor children nor a house nor any property he will be free 
from having any individual sadness or happiness so that everyone together will have the same 
sadness and happiness, which are those of the State; and so they will never fight or be friends of 
some while not of others since they will all be brothers sharing everything, free from the worries 
of seeking for subsistence for thei family or from impressing womem or others with gifts and 
luxury or from serving the rich for reward as all will be maintained by the State so that they can do 
their job the best way possible as the only thing in their life - although it is unclear if that is the 
entire State or just the warrior class, but if a warrior flees from battle or show to be a coward or 
any such undesired thing he will be demoted to that lower class of artisans”. 


In that sharing they have to then perform in public their acts of worship and their orgies to show 
that they are truly doing them and doing so virtuously; so that it is against the law to do those 
things in private where others cannot judged if he is being honourable to the gods - they have to 
pray and fuck with gusto, but of course not in excess as they cannot be, as puts another author, 
‘intemperant in their lewdness or insolent on their lust’. 


However travels out of the Politeia then can only do so in official business of the State, as going to 
the temples and festivals of other estates, and only those above forty years old; and only those that 
are virtuous since we have to choose well for them to not be corrupted by the innovation of 
foreigners - so that if someone comes back worse than what he went, having learnt wrong things, 
he is to be put to death. 


of sex in common; in his work about such revolutionary communities, made a decade and a half before the 
Politeia of Plato. 


Tt is unclear since as later it says that those who do not marry have to be punished by law, but the weaker 
should allow the stronger to have sons on their wives for the good of the State; just as the forced public 
education and the loss of rights by those judged coward and non-virtuous, the public eating without sauces and 
so on are just a paraphrase of the Lakedaimonian law where rather than soldier strength and discipline he 
directs them towards ‘virtue’ in general - so from the mixing of Attic and Cretan laws, besides the imperfect 
preservation and copies of it, we have some such weird contractions about the details. 

There are details about if one does not have children after ten years married, or not marrying or not having 
children after some specific age, he has to be humiliated becoming unable to go to events, has to pay fines 
every year and no one can pay him any respect or obey what he says; married women that have no children 
being like a kind of virgin and so they cannot leave their house without the written autorizathion of their 
husbands while they cannot have sexual relations to others who are not also married; and even the numbers 
change, as the Laws mention women from sixteen to twenty as the best age and men from thirty to thirty five. 
But ignoring such details we have the mainpoint in how it is pure guesswork rather than any meaningful 
system. 
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Taking as example his fictitions Atlantis where Poseidon is said to have built a perfect society of 
virtue just like the one he wants he thus opposes all change or progress; saying that ‘there is no 
greater evil to the States than those who introduce new ideas’ since ‘they will like the innovation 
and use of it, what is a dishonour to the old ones’ - which ‘old ones’, of course, are those holy 
habits and things left by the gods as the proper behaviour of humankind. 


Imitating that imaginary idealized past that has never existed and trying to ‘conserve’ his own 
innovation of things that have never been performed; seeking that lost golden age only present in 


his uncoherent dreams.” 
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tov 5’ TW xOAKEa pv TevdyEa, YOAKEOL dé TE OIKOL, 
YOAKO 8’ sipydCovto: pédac 5’ odk Eoxe otdnpos. 


kai toi pév ysipecow bro opetéprot SapévtEc 
Bijoav é¢ evpwdevta Sdpov KpvEepod Aidao 
vovuuvor Pavatoc dé Kai ExTéyOUG TEP EOVTAG 
side éAac, Aapmpov 5° EAutov pdoc Heriot. 
avtap él Kai TODTO Yévoc KATH yoi’ ExdAvyev, 
avtic Et’ GAAo tétaptov émi yOovi rovAvPotsipy 
Zevdcs Kpovidns toinos, ducaotepov Kai Gpetov, 
avdpOv npowv Veiov yévoc, of KaAgovtat 
HwiEor, Tpotépy yEvet) Kat’ dmeipova yaiav. 
Kai TODS LEV TOAELLOG TE KAKO Kai PbAOTIC aivt] 
Tovs pév vO’ ExtaTbAM OnBy, Kadpnidr yain, 
OAEOE LAPVaLévous LNAwV évex’ Oidutdda0, 
tovcs dé Kai év viEooW Ep Eva. Aaitwa Pardoons 
é¢ Tpoinv ayayav ‘Ekévis évex’ HuKdpoto. 
vO’ 7 TOL Tods Lev Bavatov TéAOS dOEKdAvYE, 
toic dé diy’ avOpaTMv Biotov Kai Ee’ dTd000C 
Zev Kpovidys katévacoe Tatip & Teipata yains. 


Kai Tol pév vaiovow éKNdéa DvpLdv ExovtTEs 
éV LAKGPwV vyootot Tap’ Oxeavov Pabvdivy: 
OAP101 Tpwes, Toiow pEAMdséa KapTOV 
Tpic Ets0c BGAAOVTA MEpEt CeidMpoc Gpovpa. 


[™mAod ar’ GBavatwv: totow Kpdvoc éuBaotredet. 
TOD yap deopd>v EAvGE TA<THP avdpOv te Ve@v TE, 
totow 5° Gp v>Edtotg TI}<V Kai KDd0G STAKCEV. 
ovdé 0’ Op0c KAUTTOV &>AAO yEvoc OijK’ <ebpbora Zedc 
avdp@v, o> yeydaow ém <y8ovi TovAvBotsipn.| 


unkét’ &ret’ HpedrAov Ey TEMMTOLOL plETEtvat 
avdpaouy, GAd’ 7 Tpdo0s Oaveiv 7] Ereita yevéoOar. 
vov yap 51 yévoc éoti c1dtpeov: OddE TOT’ LAP 
TAVGOVTGL KALETOV Kai O1CDOG, ODSE TL VOKTWP 
QOeipdpevor yaAETtic SE Oeoi SHoovot LEpiLvac. 
OA’ EuTmMs Kai toior pepsiEetar Eo9AG KaKoiow. 
Zevs 5° dA€oEL Kai TODTO YévoOG LEPOTOV EVOPATOV, 
vt’ Gv yetvOpevot TOAOKPOTA@OL TEAEDOOL. 
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Children cannot make-up new kinds of games then; the education, games and sports of the 
children have to never be changed since children who play differently from their ancestors will be 
different adults from their ancestors wanting other things and other laws - and since the ancestors 
were the gods themselves and those pious to them all that change will only lead to the vituperation 
of everything that was virtuous in the past by making them depravated and base by change. 


There is much argumentation for intelligent design in justifying his laws, but I will leave that 
discussion out; which you can see treated on my On the Origin of Subatomic Species - and here 
we can just mention how he divided three kinds of heretics. 


Those who do not fully believe the gods, those who seeing suffering say that the gods do not 
infere in human matters and those who treat sin lightly by believing that they can do it with 
impunity since it suffices to ask for, or buy, the pardon with offerings; which he follows with his 
combo in how the planets have to be moved by divine power as nothing ‘natural’ could do it 
much less be only rocks in the sky showing intelligent design, then with the good things in nature 
that an artisan cannot make the whole so perfect and forget to give attention to the details to then 
finally that those chariot drivers who sell the game beforehand or sailors who by wine and fat sink 
the ship selling themselves for gold or any other pleasure are badly seen as iniquitious so that the 
gods being just and good would never accept such payments rather than true virtue - to which 
combo if the person is not convinced there is the punishment of those who treat these matters 
with irony to whom Just one or two death is not pushniment enough while those who do not use 


ovdé TATIIP Taideoow OLOItOG OSE TL TASES, 
ovdé Egivoc EewodoKw Kai Etaipos Etaipa, 
ovdé KaOtyvNTOSG Mihoc EDOETAL, HG TO THOS TEP. 
aiya dé ynpaoKovtac AtILY|GOVOL TOKAAS 
nénwyovtat 5’ &pa tovs yarEtoic PaCovtec éeoot, 
OXETALOL, ODSE DEdv Srrw siddtEC: OSE KEV Ot YE 
ynpavtecot toKedow Gd Opertipia Soiev 
lyepodixar: Etepoc 6’ Etépov TOAW éE0AaTéEEL.| 
ovdé Tic EvdPKOD YapIc Eooetat OTE Stkatov 
ovt’ ayabod, LaAAOV 5é KaKOV PEeKkTiipa Kai bBpw 
avépa TyLNoovor: Sikn ’ év yEpot, Kai aida> 
ov gotat: BAdyet 5’ 0 KaKdc TOV apEsiova PHTA 
pdPotow oKoMic évéTov, Emi 5’ SpKov OpeEitat. 
CijAoc 8’ dvOparrotow oiCvpoiow értaot 
SVOKEAGSOS KAKOYAPTOS OMAPTHOEL, OTVYEPHTNGS. 
Kai TOTE 51] TPO “OAvTOV G00 yBovds EvpvOdEINS 
AEVKOTOW PUPESOL KAAVWOLEVO YPOA. KAAOV 
aOavatwov peta OdAOV itov TpoAUTOVt’ &vOpaTOUSG 
Aida Kai Néveotc: th 6& Agivetot GAyeo Avypa 
OBvntoics avOparoto1, KaKOd 5’ ObK EooETAL GAKN.” 

- Epya kot nuépot, Works And Days, 106-201, where thus Hesiod describes the fantasies of past ages of 
virtue and living free of all suffering; so that his time is that worst of times where soon ‘sons will be killing 
fathers and we will be abandoned by the gods to dwell in our own eternal misery as we on our impiety refuse 
to obey the gods’. 
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of irony are only fined and imprisoned until they get to the stage of starting to believe but still 
doubting the daily miracles of the gods so that they go to a special prison for at least five years, 
and more if they do not learn, and after being reform they are freed to which if they start saying 
blasphemies again they are punished with death at once as ‘death is the only cure to minds woven 
by destiny to be thus’. 


While Aristoteles is more direct; where after teaching the methods of analysis to verbally win 
discussions he says that ‘But there are questions that do not even need to be considered; as those 
who instead of arguments require punishment or perception - as if someone questioning if he 


9 68 


should or not honour the gods what he deserves is punishment.’ 


It is clear how wholly ignorant of any matter he is and how blind to the management of any 
institution he 1s; believing that the world is only degenerating he puts forth the immutable laws not 
believing that the conduct of war or the production of food will ever change nor any new 
commodities and things in life be found with all such inovations being trifling distractions from 
the life of virtue - the point is not about how bad it aged, but the reason why that is so, which is 
that his idead are mere moral guesswork of what ‘should’ or ‘should not’ be rather than any 
scientific analysis of what ‘is’ and what ‘will be’. 


He literally comes out and say that ‘human matters are not worthy of any great attention, but even 
so we must treat of them’; since ‘men are like the playthings of the deity and this it their better 
characteristics’ so that all have to live in the way that makes them better and more beautiful in 
fulfilling that function - with the reasoning that ‘we should not worry trying to explain these things 
since that is not holy’ arguing that it suffices to trust the ancient laws from the gods and serve them 
as the only occupation and worry we have without trying to understand the ‘order of the world’ or 
even the deities themselves as ‘it is evil and a lack of virtue for people to know too much’. 


And with the highest pitch of disorder that can possibly arise in the human mind we have 
Ksenophon confirming that Socrates truly taught so; in saying that ‘Geometry, for example, is 
enough for him to know how to measure the land for buying or selling, to know how to correctly 
distribute some inheritance and to measure the work of the labourer, but to go too far on things 
that leave the mind perplexed is not approved; as astronomy to know the hours of the night from 


“ “Od dei 58 TeV TPOPANLG Obd5é T&OaV Oéow éEmoxorTEiv, GAA’ fv datoproEiev Gv TIc TOV Adyou SeopLévav 
Kai [1] KOAGOEWS 7} aioPoEWS: Ot HEV YUP GTOpotvtEs « TlOtEpov SEi Tods BEods TILE Kai Tods YovEic 
ayaa 1 ob» KoAdoEMs SéovTaL, Ot 5é « T1dtEpov 7 YLOV AEvKT] 7 OD » aioOroEwe.” 

- Tomé, Topics, I: 12, and ‘upon questioning if the snow is white what he needs is perception’; he himself 
blind to the ambiguity of colours or any word which represents human concepts rather than any perfect 
Platonic form made by the gods or any rigorously defined thing. 


Meat Cie Aj al Go Cand agdbed kL IY © 5 Ga OSI) Lay Saabs A; 28) a YY asta at Ge aly 558 Sa” 
- Olea, Quran, XVI: 106, while here we have the promise of a specially horrible suffering to those who dare 
to ‘disbelief completely’. 
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the stars and the day of the month and the seasons of the year to always be ready to take his post 
on the watch and to travel without getting lost is good, but to study too much to discern the 
distance of the stars and their orbit is wrong - one cannot examine the nature too much if the 
Creator made the universe thus with parts that he judged as right to hide from men, like the sun 
that is visible to all men, but which is not to be examined with too much curiosity for the 
punishment to those who dare to do so is blindness’. 


Thus about the most basic necessity and an example so relevant ever since always up to today is 
the preoccupation in obtaining aliment; which valid considerations are how to feed everyone, how 
to obtain a greater variety so that they are more tasty and healthy, how to obtain on a sustainable 
way so that there is such on the future without depleting everything so that they do not pay ten 
thousand times more for the carelessness of the present, how to make the work easier so that 
others can contribute or automatize it freeing more people to other contribution, how to make it 
stable against the nature as diseases or drought and destructive climate and so on 


But to him such ‘work smarter not harder’ is shameful for he advocates that it is the hardness that 
dignifies the man; so that he goes in details saying how to fish with hooks is the mark of laziness 
and to leave out nets at night or to use traps for birds and things like that is an indolent 
depravation of society - for the only way of hunting has to be the manly and virtuous one using of 
his health to actively run after the prey and overcome it since all the passive others cultivate vice 
into people just as all innovation changing the tradition. 


We see then over two thousand years ago that exact critic at the ‘lazy works’ of imploying more 
efficient means to increase production, but what mattered to him was the ‘virtue of labour’ not the 
tangible and real results”; the metempsychosis of ‘real value’ about having absolutely nothing 
unique or noteworthy about it, and Plato extendeds it further to everything in life - Heinrich was 
Just too stupid thinking himself an unequalled genius on his ‘discoveries of the true nature of 
things’ to see how worthless and non-original such insane conservative moralisms are. 


‘It is impossible for a man to be rich and good’ is a common phrase, as mentioned above, to win 
over the masses; copied even by religion besides that of the political parties by the overwhelming 
popular appeal of it antagonizing the rich in order to obtain the support of the majority - but 
Plato says it truly believing it. 


And thus the perfect location of his State, of the capital city at least, is away from the sea since a 
port brings wealth and all such things that awake vices and evil in men; so too they would have to 


“That is, a value attached by his imagination of merit rather than any real consequence of it; what quite looks 
like a law of Solon, called by Herodotus ‘so just that no one could find fault with it’, where everyone had to 
report at the end of the year what was their profession from which they made they livelihood for it to be 
judged if it was a worthy profession of if he deserved death instead. 
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use the worthless iron coins of Sparta since they are cumbersome and hold virtually no value 
outside instead of precious metals which beget corruption and niggardness in men like the shining 
owls of Laurium” - not one consideration to conform or the improvement of life, but with eyes 
blinded by his imaginary aims with plans that in no way reflect any positive result in reality. 


Likewise he says that ‘walls have to be of bronze and iron, not of earth’; since by not having walls 
to protect them, ‘to hide behind’, they will be courageous and virtues rather than passive and lazy 
- it will make them always alert and make them actively fight against the enemy forming a wall of 
their metal shields ‘letting the earth sleep without being risen’.” 


Ignoring such considerations and problems he rather to go about the different kinds of fruit 
available; as a pomegrade which the foreigners passing by deserve hospitality so they can take 
those they find on their way just like those above thirty years old can, but that younger people or 


” The mining town of Attica where Athens got its immense wealth; the owls with their shining eyes are the 
symbol of glaucopous Athena and the coins not only had the bird in alto-rilievo, but where just called ‘owls’, 
‘glaukes’ - Sparta would thus live in austerity and train hardened soldiers, as idealized by Plato, while Athens 
was filled with luxury and would use its wealth as its greatest power in war. 


“AaKkEdsatpoviov yap Ei 1] HOAs EpnMbein, AEtpOEin 6é TA TE Epa Kai Tig KATAOKEDT|G TH E5GON, TOA Ov 
Oipat dmotiav Tig SvVELEMS TPOEAB6VTOS TOAAOD YpOvov TOIs ErElta TPds TO KAEOS ADTAV sivar (Ka{tOL 
IleXorownoov tév TévtE Tas S00 LOipas VELOVTAL, Tig TE EvETGONS Nyodvtal Kai TOV Ew Evppayov 
TOAA@V: Swcs 5é odTE EvvouctoVEions TOAEMs OdTE Epoic Kai KaTAOKEvAIs TOAUTEAEOL YPNOULEVNG, KATH 
KOA Sé TH TAAL Tig EAAGSOc TpOTH oiKtoBEions, Paivowt’ dv Drodeeotépa), AOnvaiwv 5é TO adTO 
Tovto TABOVtMV SuTAGoiav Gv THV SbvaLV sikGCEeoBat GO Tis PavEepic SEM Ti}g TOAEWS i} EoTIV.” 

- Iotopia tov HeAorownotioKod Modépov, History of the Peloponnesian War, I: 10, where the often sane 
Thucydides comes out in the defence of the fantastical absurdities o folder historians rather than concrete 
archeological evidence; saying that if Sparta was desolated so that we were to find only the foundations of the 
buildings then we would refuse the accept its fame and the extent of its power, while at Athens we would 
suppose it to be twice its actual greatness if we were to judge by that appearance of the temples and public 
buildings. 


” Aristoteles comments on how stupid that policy is; and how destructive to the State - an idea which, 
naturally, comes from Sparta being the legendary wall-less city. 

And which he would never live to see it, but as if he was right the city was conquered and forced to abandon 
the rituals of brutal Lycurgus just a few decades after they adopted the construction of walls around the city. 
Which Platonic laws I like to compare to the worthless faith that by playing a lire one can make stones float 
and build by themselves the colossal walls the link the seven towered-gates, as Amphion is said to have done; 
which hopeless wasteful endeavour is like all such normative regulations - when only exact science can first 
comprehend the phenomena of the physical world to then answer how to properly build an ideal wall, or 
answer how to end hunger, disease and death in constrast to the magical sollutions of faith just waiting in vain 
to be rewarded with perfection for doing nothing to produce such perfect state of things. 


SOLEMN, SELL,” 
i # Yi Jing: Tai, VII, where it says that when the walls return to the dirt of the fosse then the 
government has already become disorder’; or literally ‘city-walls return to dry-fosse, then order confusion’. 
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those who are not virtuous are not allowed to take pomegrate from the tree of others like that - 
and so on he goes about different laws and punishment to the different kinds of perpetrators, 
different kinds of fruits and different seasons. 


‘States rarely fall by war, but by the internal depravation of the race’ sounds exactly as Plato, as it 
is the same normative disease, and we saw the results of it as its author brought into fruition such 
ideas; saying indeed that after his loved Teuton element of the Arians the Greeks were the second 
best race of humankind. 


Truly the lebensraum of the third Reich was an empire expanding further while the Politeia had 
that limited population not counting slaves, but that difference is mostly in appearance as Plato 
declares that there have to be left no neightbours to bother them so that they may have all the 
living space they want; with both sinisterly criticizing their mighty naval fleet with the argument that 
‘we are not used to it and it is bad to try the specialty of others’ so thus blaming the lack of virtue 
in breaking of traditions as the causes of defeat since they should have fought on land to ‘trust in 
the virtue of the training of the solders rather than on the inferior arts of craftsmen’ - both thus 
despising the global commerce and production of goods to sell rather than the self-sufficient of 
locally producing all necessary for life. 


If they do so observing all these laws then he says that they will be powerful and defeat all enemies 
as they have both the hard discipline of ‘real men’ and the help of the gods; and in respect of 
which, of course, the slaves made from the conquests are only from the barbarians races the other 
Hellenic states are brothers to them who sprouted from the earth there rather than coming from a 
foreign land - nor can they be mixed with such slaves and inferior races as, says his disciple, ‘the 
best people come from the best; to be well-born is a virtue of the race’. 


If they do this, then, all the sons will grow virtuous well-taught without ever leaving the teachings; 
and so there will no longer be any crime nor sedition nor adultery nor lack of respect to the elders 
nor impiety - which is the cause of all evil and so the children” will make a just and good world 
where all pleasure of the flesh is substituted by true felicity of being temperate knowing that he is 
doing the absolute justice of the gods where even more blessings will come on the next life. 


That is what he says and often says that ‘there are innumerable benefits’ when presenting some 
law, but then does not deign to provide any such tangible benefit; and much at the contrary those 
who live without such live a much more pleasant life by enjoy the harmless good things at disposal 
and not fearing retribution from inexistent supernatural beings who would be watching them 
always. 


On the conclusion of his Politics Aristoteles asks ‘What is the best life that someone can have?’; 
where obviously on his entire philosophy it is a life of virtue, or what set of irrational behaviours 


” Under the effect of that brain-washing. 
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and devotion to the gods he calls ‘virtue’, and the best State is naturally one that gives such to its 
citizens - and the best to an individual is obviously also the best to the estate, he does that logical 
Jump, and therefore just as the more virtuous one individual is the happier he is then it is the goal 
of the estate to be also virtuous and the purpose of the laws is to cultivate virtue in people. 


Thus the only result is clearly that they attain perfect lives where everyone will be the most happy 
possible. 


So well he resumed how are born such insane institution for from the fetishes of ‘morality’ the 
laws come; and even worse they are made for the immediate gratification of what they think better 
on the moment and not existing any interest on the future or the improvements of progress 
because their virtue is immutable - so besides being stagnated they lack also all real benefit, but 
only harvest the hell of the crazed moralism of how they want to force all to act as it pleases them. 


Thus none tries, nor is able, to offer instructions of cause and result to then talk of how such is a 
good in the world; they only vomit how they think that people should behave and that society 
then should force all to be like that which he finds pretty - without any relation to palpable 
benefits on the real world. 


His goal with all such norms is in ‘moderation’ or ‘temperance’; which is the means to cultivate 
‘virtue’. 


Too much fear is cowardice, but too little is insolence; while bravery is the moderate virtue amid 
both - a coward flees from war in dishonour and an insolent one jumps on a well while not 
knowing how to swim, thus it is not tolerable that such fool be called ‘brave’ as if his lack of fear 
were a virtue. 


Like drinking too much or too little water is harmful so too everything else in life 1s with the vices 
that cause evil being the lack or excess while what is good 1s always the moderation between such; 
we praise strength and speed in sports, but in melodies we can praise smooth delicacy and slow 
rhythm - for we do not praise the characteristics themselves, but the moderation in being used 
correctly as a virtue. 


Thus the Holy Scriptures say that ‘even pleasant sweet sleep, in excess, becomes unbearable 
pain””’, since on its most extreme form sweet sleep is bitter death. 


® “Sot O€ TEPTOMEVOLOL CuUCOvELLEV: OSE Ti OF YPN, 
Tpiv Opn, kataréyOar- vin Kai Todds brrvoc.” 
- Odvooeia, Odyssey, XV: 393-394, more literally ‘you should not sleep before the time; for even sleeping 
too much is pain’. 


‘Intemperance even of pleasure defeats its own purpose for if a walk on the finest day on the most 
beautiful county is pursued too far it ends in pain and fatigue; the healthiest and tastiest food if 
eaten unrestrained of appetite produces weakness rather than strength and disgust rather than 
gusto - and even in intellectual pleasures if they are sought with little intermission they debilitate 


the body and impair the vigour of the mind.” 


On the Olympiads and elections it is necessary to impose the seriousness of the law making 
everything proceed on its due form and details; as for in festivities and at funerals they have to be 
joyful and mournful, perhaps respectively, instead of enforcing details or expressing the wrong 
quality - the virtue to be praised on each is different for virtue is not on any characteristics but on 
the moderation with which all things are done.” 


Respect without moderation becomes adulation; precaution timidity, bravery disorder and 
sincerity rudeness - confidence conceit, apprehension cowardice, optimism imprudence and 
pessimism listlessness.” 

fp 
So that Plato guessed, or better inferred, the existence of the Zhong, of ‘virtue’ or such correct 


and optimal way to achieve something, but he was wholly delusional in trying to impose his own 


purposeless tastes as the Vous that which measures all under the heavens and defines what ‘virtue’ 
is; he called it of deity while others called it nature, but none gets close to the Unity which when 
unrolled encompasses everything in the universe and when rolled it is a single principle which 
penetrates all things - both by physical necessity as a logical one it requires the most simple, and 
testable, thing that explains and replicates every observed phenomena.” 


"| paraphrase Malthus from An Essay on the Principle of Population XI. 


ORRCHMEZ AL, FA: CRB 1, Beth, Baie ; FE, BU th, BAK, 
- imag: /\(8, Lunyu: Ba Yi, IV, where upon being asked about the due behaviour in rituals it is thus 


answered that modest temperance is the true virtue so that one can act proper on each different occasion. 


WH 


“OPE > TASMPRTHUSS, TAMTERIIETE, 58m REMAAL, FEL WR, FPR RSL, FIER 
(BH, HERA. J 

- iva: 281A, Lunyu: Tai Bo, I, where with much less logic and structure it is thus presented the constrast of 
‘good qualities’ when immoderate. 


PRA: ORLA, ARLENE, ha, RS EAB | SITY LP 

uD, FRR TI Et, BAZ, DBT. KEG a 

FR BCA HUANG, ZAI RRA) , FLORRESS, EST Hu A 
2, ARERR. 

- Ae S24J, Zhong Yong Zhangju, with the introduction commentary of Xi, =. It, in a much vaguer and 


ambiguous way, arrives at the same result as Plato so wonderfully exposed throughout his dialogues; that 
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We can say he is perfectly right in such logic of deduction that just as white and black are opposite, 
but are both colours, so too excess and scarcity, although opposites, are both evils on the form of 
immoderation; so that the good that contradicts them is moderation itself - if thus a note sounds 
too flat or too sharp it is painful, but in due proportion it is pleasant, and too bitter or too sweet is 
offensive, and the pleasure of taste comes from the equilibrium of each, just as that which is too 
hot or too cold causes destruction and pain to the senses while on the right measure they produce 
health and are pleasing.” 


He fails by the fantastic metaphysical inferences of the perfect forms of virtual as defined by the 
inter-dimensinal deity; defining ‘morality’ as ‘the will of the deity” is where all his words lose all 
meaning in the real world - he himself reduces that to the lack of knowledge of what is the best to 


himself so that they take wrong decisions by ignorance as no man would do that which he thinks 


to be bad for himself", but then goes about with said government of forced ignorance and that 


moderation is the true virtue that regulates all others, but then they differ in what is the measuring power that 
defines virtue. 

“Er Stay ml] Evavtiov TO yévet, okoreiv [1] LOvov Ei 0 évavtiov év TO ATH yévet, GALE Kai TO diva. 
uéoov: év @ yap T &kpa, Kai T dvb. UEOV, Ciov émi AEDKOD Kai LEACVOS: TO YUP YPOLa. yévog TObTwV TE 
Kai TOV EVO LEDOV YPOLATOV dTdvtov. (Evotaots Sti 1 Hév Evdera Kai H dEpBoAy Ev TH abTH yéver —Ev 

TO KAKO YUP GuP@— TO 5é LETPLOV avo LEGOV Sv TOUTMV ODK EV TO KAKO GAA’ Ev TO GYAO®.)” 
- Tomé, Topics, IV: 3, where Aristotle thus uses the colours as opposite comparing it with evil. 


“si d' 1] Movi] ovEgevia Tic EoTLV, 1 5E POV Kai  AKOT) EotW as Ev EoTt [Kai EoTIV Hs Ody Ev TO adTO], 
AOyoc 5' 1] CvLOVIA, AveyKN Kai TH KOT Adyov TIVe sivat. Kai 51k TODTO Kai POEiper EKaAGTOV 
brtepPaAAOV, Kai TO ED Kai TO Papd, TV Ako: OLoiwWs 5é Kai Ev yOHLOIS THY YEdouy, Kai EV YPOLAOL TI 
Sy TO oPddpa AauTpOov 7] CopEpov, Kai Ev Oo—~ProEt 1 ioxVPa Oop), Kai YADKEIA Kai TIKPG, OG AdyOU TIVOG 
Svt0¢ THs aisOhoswc. 516 Kai 75é0 Ev, Stav sidikpw Kai GpuKta Svta &yntaL1 sic TOV AOyov, Ciov TO OED 7 
yAukd 7] GApUvpov, 5é0 yap TOTE: AWS 5é LOAAOV TO LUKTOV, OVLO@VIA, 7 TO OED 7} Papd, APF SE TO 
Oeppavtov i woKtov: 1) 8! dicot 6 AOyoc: UEepBGAAOVTE 5é Avet 7} POsipet.” 

- Ilepi Poyis, About the Soul, III: 2, where he compares the extremes with pain and destruction of the 
senses and the moderate as pleasure; a rather succinct and clear explanation which cannot be found in Plato 
since he writes cryptically in his artful prose so that you have to put it all together from the general idea of the 
whole. 


” As in Zarath where ‘the will of Mazda is the law of justice’; with those imaginary norm of their fictitious gods 
being what determinates the good and proper measure of how all things should be done. 


” “MetoAdBopev 51) Ta OvOpATA THAW TO 1/50 TE Kai dvLapov ET Toic adTOIs TOUTOLG, Kai AéywpEV STL 
“AvOpwroc mpattet Tote Wév Ehéyopev TA KAKG, Viv 5é AéyOLEV TH AVIEPA, ytyYVOoKOv Sti dviapa EoTLv, 
HITOLEVOS OT TAV déov, SiAov 611 dvaciov évtwv viKd. Kai Tic GAAN dvaéia NSovi mpd AbTMV EoTiv, 
GAN i} DrepBoAy GAAA@V Kai EAAEuyic; tadta 5’ goti weil Te Kai ouUKpOTEpA ytyvopEva GAAnA@V Kai 
Tio kai dAG1TH Kai WOAAOV Kai TTTOV. Ei YAP TI A€yOL StL GAAG TOAD Stapéper, © LaKpatec, td 
TApAYpPTLWaA ndSv tod sic tov botEpov Ypdvov Kai NSéOG Kai AVIMpOd, LOV GAA TH, Painv dv éywye, TH NOovi 
Kai Abi; ob yap E00’ StH GAA. GAN’ Hortep &ya0dc iotdvat GvOparoc, ovvOEic TA SEA Kai ovvOEic TH 
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such ‘knowledge’ is not about the scientific truth of how the world works and thus how to truly 
achieve the desired results but ‘knowledge of what the deity commands us to do in their honour’. 


Therefore we have the admitted fact that there are songs that say what is right pleasing the gods 
and because of that they are good for people; and therefore there are songs that are not so and 
thus they are wrong and bad for people - for what is good is virtuous, and what is bad is not 
virtuous, and what is virtuous is useful for people to live a happy life being virtuous and good, but 
what is not virtuous 1s not useful for the good of people and so it is either useless or bad for them. 


And at everything else in life the same principle is applied; ‘it is obvious to everyone that the 
perfection of nature proves the existence of the gods and the blessings that they are good and that 
they know everything and that they care about what we do’ - and thus we have to follow their wise 
will for they know what is best for us. 


vTMp4, Kai TO Eyydc Kai TO TOPPw OTHOUAs EV TH Coy, simé TOTEPA TAI EoTiv. Ev LEV YUP NSEA TIPO 
NdEa totic, TA pEiCo dei Kai TAEiw Anmtéa: Edv 5é AvIMPA TPs AvIMpE, TH EAGTTO Kai OpIKPOTEPA: Ev 5E 
Ndéa TPO AVIMpG, EdvV pEV TH AviApe DTEPPGAANTAL DO TOV NSE@v, EdivtE TH Eyydc DO THV TOPPM EdivtE 
Td TOPPO OT THV &yybc, TOBTHY TH TPEEW TpaKtéov év 7 Gv tadt’ évij: av 5é ta Séa Td TOV dviapdv, 
ob Tpaktéa. wn} Ty GAAH Eyer, Oainv dv, tadta, @ &vOparor; 015’ Sti OdK dv Eyotsv GAAwc Aéyetv.” 

- Ipwtaydpac, Protagoras, 355-356y, this most wonderful part of his doctrines; where ‘people are deceived 
by the distance’ thinking some immediate pleasure that is right before their eyes to be greater than that of the 
immense reward of rightouess which awaits afar in the future just as they think the mountain of future 
punishment to be small and the tiny immediate privation to be giantic. 


“For all men are by nature provided of notable multiplying glasses (that is their passions and self-love) through 
which every little playment appeareth a great grievance, but are destitute of those prospective glasses (namely 
moral and civil science) to see afar off the miseries that hang over them and cannot without such payments be 
avoided.” 
- Leviathan I: XVII, which we can so well add to the above in how their own preferences then are as 
multiplying glasses distorting that reality even further; so thus they take such path of insane norms as they 
follow such fantastical visions rather than the scientific reality. 


“kai obk topev éttwc Ta5E TPLOV TOV LEyioTOV CuLPopov amAAaKta1, aEvveoiac 7 paraxtac 7] dpEereiac.” 
- Iotopia tov HeAorovwyoiaKod Hodépov, History of the Peloponnesian War, I: 123, where so it is listed by 
a Lakedaimonian the three greatest errors; that of lack of understanding, cowardice and carelessness’. 


But by the Platonic reduction to mere knowledge it is obvious that is the only flaw; it is not possible for one 
to be a coward and flee from something if he understands that such will be worse for him leading to ever 
more dreaful horrors, just as it is not possible to be careless if one knows the proper course of action — and 
so on all failures, of deficience or excess, are due to that twisted and flawed knowledge, although Plato then 
processes unnecessarily to the stupidity that such ‘knowledge’ is not about the actual reality before his eyes 
but those worthless norms of his imaginary deities. 
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All Plato did was to expound the pure and inevitable derivation of the existence of that creator; 
and as ‘in order to become hotter a thing has to be colder before, and to become colder to have 
been hotter previously, or to becomer heavier to have been lighter before, or to become lighter to 
have been heavier, so too to die we have had to have been alive before, but to have been alive we 
have had to be in the condition of death before; and that is the immortal soul which lives eternally 
and whose virtue is Judged by the gods” to reincarnate in this plane of suffering and trial or to 
leave the cave to join them in their perfect world” - so that even if something seems awful and 
begetting only suffering with no benefits we can still know that it has a purpose as a test in leading 
us to paradise after since ‘the world here is just a sojourn along the way”. 


“ The argument for the existence of an immortal soul, as shown in Phaedo; to which later he uses of the ‘self- 
moving’ power also in the argument for the ‘soul’. 

“The so famous illustration of the ‘cave’; which means that sickening belief rather than the imagined by the 
masses as some prediction of the limitation of our senses in seeing the remainder of the magnetic spectrum of 
such futuristic wisdom about the invisible forces - rather he says that fish in the water cannot see the starts and 
so too we in this world it is like a cave being unable to see the true things of the heavently world and if we do 
not want to reincarnate as fish, who are thus cursed to a worst station than ours, we have to do that heavenly 
will. 


® Such a pitch of madness that is so harmful to humankind; accepting misery and leaving it for their children 
rather than taking actions to improve their own lives and of those who will come next - all for the sake of that 
Imaginary podium where by following their mindless rites they will be crowned with immortality in some 
fantasy world devoid of suffering. 


“ul] OKOTOOVTOV NOV TH PAETOLEVA, GAAG TH Lt) BAETOLEVa: TH yap PAETOLEVA. TPdoKaIpA: TH dé LN} 
BAeTOLEva, aidvic.” 
- Tpog KopwOiovc B', to Corinthians 2, IV: 18, where the Platonic plagiarism thus says to ‘fix their eyes on 
the unseem things, for the seen things are transitory, but the unseen eternal’. 


BCL MBUZ, RABBLE, mA DK 
MEA RITE E, BEBEK-L, A TERS, 
WEP DF ARC, 

ABA. SABE TOGHA. 
HERA. ANERRUGEIT. ” 
iE: MA BAP) BCZ, Shijing: Song Min Yu Xiao Zi Jing Zhi, where the Chinese converged to the same 
result; of some sadistic Heaven which ‘watches over all we do every day judging if we are good’ so that they 

waste their life in schizophrenia pleasing that imaginary being. 


x 


-a 


Thus it is that such ‘normalism’ has been so greatly selected for; not by being benefitial to any individual or 
the human species, by being benefitial to itself by providing sweet fantasies that so deceive the brain into 
spreading it further - and religions, which are a collection of such baseless guesswork, are the greatest example 
of that infectious mental illness that makes people sacrifice their life harming themselves and humandkind for 
the sake of defending and disseminating that brain-deforming disease. 
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That was the Politeia; the government Plato elicited from his interpretation of morality and the 
world - a man who exceed the heroes in virtue and equalled the gods in power". 


Likewise Qiu, often called ‘Confucius’, simply has as his philosophy following that which he 
deems to be ‘the old teachings’; philosophy being truly a political idea of how the best society is 
achieved, as he too following his sacred believes for absolutely no real purposed except for his 
imaginary aims - to which we can add most, nearly all, of all ‘philosophy’ or ‘politics’ recorded in 
the history of humankind, so entirely vain and worthless except as the perfect example of how 
awfully flawed such unscientific guesswork 1s if applied to the real world. 


That is, the words of Ardeshir that ‘religion is the treasure and the king is merely the keeper of 


such”. 

But rather it is the duty of philosophy to destroy the misconceptions formed from wrong ideas 
since all such great hope and expectation destroyed with such illusion would not be fulfilled 
either; the guesswork of ‘opinions’ without any consideration with the exact reality is a lost search 
in the dark where they are unable to reach their goals - while the truth saves them from the ill- 
directed effort since only scientific knowledge can reveal the path which has to be followed to 
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arrive at some result. 


* “Talis igitur ae de talibus Plato non solum heroum virtutibus praestitit, verum etiam aequiparavit divum 
potestatibus.” 
- De Dogmate Platonis, The Doctrines of Plato, Librum I Caput II, which is indeed a fitting introduction to 
the most artful writer humankind ever had and to a man who dedicated his life following his ideals of 
rightouness and virtue. 


8 NB pe agen jy Lag Ase ycill gel! BY gl chats Ley ASLal Sibstaaall (68 Sg) tall Lal Leal ee Uba y Lean cull AIS Cimans Lal 
Gy bal aed Lill Gb Lill YI Gall (cl anh dee gh YY Luiall yall (ol) Age GIN auolie oy) clLall Lal ale! dye yall GAY) 
Ys alll gl) Ake gy Le ads Lede J sly of Glu! DSI gai ol pall peat gl) pill of 5S otal Liall Jaa (bd ail oY 38! GI) 

agSlagil Ge Camsld (5 ggll Anilie gy galls Lgi gl slit agiSl y Cle gual Cebasy Jartls Qulill Leh slit gly col ga 5 Aandi ll (28 ah 
pede cle aga Gilkl pgunns ye (ull AML 6.2) Vigly ty gal Lauios agin Cheah Ja Gulab (ol) | palials Gls peal (gale 
a gle Lal 5 53S Qyalld Lal 5 allay Qual Gy! ypto 5) dil ai 
4 Bale Staal Gyo seal y Slat) Calle Ataeall Glad of alels 
qgb Aud ey dal ye ae sey aly id Le le cis Le lg Dll y ull Gas ol ye sal lls ad gd (5 EY Jpn dd Ct 

UA Lal 3 Ui atl aay 2 opeclall rans LE, decal ye call Gl ably cell Ge oY) ash iil: sh oS LS UI Gt: dy. Sal 

al ail a USI All ULI ey olla al yo SLES Gunn (cle USI ye : J sll.” 

= (NWSall 6 gery SIS pb tually s GLerill poo ella! ASa AL, ALI Cali, A Thousand Nights And Night: The Tale Of King 

Omar And His Two Sons Sharkan And Al-Makan. 


“ “Und die Pflicht der Philosophie war: das Blendwerk, das aus Mi&deutung entsprang, aufzuheben, sollte 
auch noch soviel gepriesener und beliebter Wahn dabei zu nichte gehen.” 
- Kritik der reinen Vernunft, Critic of Pure Logic, Preface I. 
“So kann man immer iiberzeugt sein, da ein solches Studium bei weitem noch nicht den sicheren Gang 
einer Wissenschaft eingeschlagen, sondern ein bloSes Herumtappen sei, und es ist schon ein Verdienst um 
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They mindlessly believe that ‘good deeds will expiate evil actions” as if those unreal ‘good deeds’ 
of praying and humiliating themselves in hunder before their imaginary friend was able to fix any 
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harm and evil caused; that ‘it is worthless to take precaution against destiny’™ since god will 
provide what so ever he wills and we should simply be content with whatever we get - rather than 
tangible and real care and work towards a better future it is praised the highest psicological 
disorder of spending the entire night talking to their imaginary friend and the entire day reading 
the same text their whole life and when not reading it to repeat it outloud while not properly 
feeding or sleeping” since such pleasures of a healthy life is a distraction of that pain and misery 
necessary to receive the reward on the inexistent ‘next world’. 


‘Every good thing that happens in life that does not get us closer to god then was truly a calamity 
as a few good things in this world distracts from many good things on the next and many things 
here make us forget entirely of the next’; so that ‘the happy man is he who serves god, and the 
foolish one he who gets distracted by having a good life here and losing the truly good world’ - 
which baseless ideas are all clearly for the pure detriment to the poor humans so infected with 
that mental illness rather than any benefit or good, as rather than building a better future they 
follow on ‘trusting our problems to god’ so that ‘god already decided when I will have bread to it 
and when I will escape or suffer calamities, thus it suffices to wait patiently and praise his name’ as 
‘what is not to happen will not happen no matter how much we try and what is to happen will 
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come even without seeking for it’. 


die Vernunft, diesen Weg woméglich ausfindig zu machen, sollte auch manches als vergeblich aufgegeben 
werden miissen, was in dem ohne Uberlegung vorher genommenen Zwecke enthalten war.” 
- Knitik der reinen Vernunft, Critic of Pure Logic, Preface II. 


etal Sy lial Jad Guhl Usa Sy,” 
= Salle gutng GIS pb Agally g ylarill pac lll! Asa -AL , ALI Cali, A Thousand Nights And Night: The Tale Of King 
Omar And His Two Sons Sharkan And Al-Makan. 


S435) obey Ce Ys ite (1 alll jay GL” 
- Au, ab cll, Mil Noites e Noite, on the little tale about the fly and the rat. 


he cs2SLiall Stas Beall (64 alla JS 5 pe Guanes Ghee) pe (64 GI all ik pnfLll ONS rani les 
poll clay Aabil) jag cal pis aul GM cys ye yell 58 ya Cant La rate Al gy 
aladll Ge 4yalie Ciena; 5,” 
= Sal ¢ gutrg (IS pb Analg g Geri! yoo ullall alsa :AbI, AL) all, A Thousand Nights And Night: The 
Tale Of King Omar And His Two Sons Sharkan And Al-Makan, where thus is praised as the highest goal in 
life to be like such ‘holy man’ who spent his nights and days doing so while always fasting and avoiding sleep. 


90 «Lglald Glusis La 8S 9 BAY! AS Ge ay Liball uly Als (gg alll (ol Gd Y And JS. 
A jal oe te Se ssl Dias 5? 
A Gaal Gad 1d cal del fo ee Qateal a) slit 
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Seduced by a future perfect beyond their imagination that they will not even have the trouble of 
building so that they say ‘I rejoice with death’; and although their current life is the height of all 
misery any will ever know, they are still threatened with eternal pain beyond their comprehension 
as if they do not obey ‘what awaits them is to burn in jahannam, going into the place of misery” - 
and so the disease not only inutilizes all the possible contributions that individual could make to 
society, but spreads on the harm to others be infected them or opposing those who will save the 
future as ‘the Jannat is under the shadow of blades’ doing the worse they can to humankind since 
‘those who escape alive will receive gold, and those who die god will reward’” although the denial 
of reality is boundless and it is ordered ‘do not say that the muhajins died since by falling in 
combat they are alive in some other place and we simply do not perceive that” 


This Politeia, and the others too, was a very awful place to consider living in and might seem like 
there is nothing at all about economy in all Plato said, yet I would say it is the most important one 
we have considered thus far; it is so clearly fanciful and distinct from the tangible good of society, 
and so detailed written and elicited from principles, that it furnishes us the most perfect example 
of what Normatism looks like - and that it is an illusion to think there is any more ‘economy’ in 
the modern Communism or that of Equality as there is in any religion or system of beliefs. 


They are all different shades of that same disease; of pure guesswork appealing to paralogism and 
‘feelings’ of their shared concept of ‘morality’ and ‘righteousness’ instead of any actual science 
and consideration of reality about what will produce real results” - the entire point of these two 


ose Li ad dl eu day dle” 
= Sal ¢ gutrg (IS pb Analg g GLerill yoo lla) alsa -ALI, AL! call, A Thousand Nights And Night: The 
Tale Of King Omar And His Two Sons Sharkan And Al-Makan, the phrases in single quotes on this 
paragraph are quotes or paraphrase from this Islamic classic. 


9 Nal Gal 5 Lgl ple) alga” 
- ble 8, Quran, XIV: 29. 


64 gual) JUS Cand dill cy) adel a gill gf Sladl) aly all as 9S) cli) ad” 


= Sal ¢ gutrg (IS pb Analg g Lerill pac ullall tulsa vA! Ald call, A Thousand Nights And Night: The 
Tale Of King Omar And His Two Sons Sharkan And Al-Makan, with this and the previous quoted lines. 


"8 “GsAtd Y GS5 SUSI Us Gi gel ah Jue 8 US Gal gl i 3” 
- je 8, Quran, II: 154. 


“Thus too even books that touched on actual Economy are mostly worthless; as the Malthus terror soon 
mentioned in how it is impaired by his beliefs on some inescapable suffering and misery from the ‘laws of 
nature’, as the ‘proper christian commonwealth’ nonsense that takes most of the Leviathan of Hobbes or as 
the ‘invisible hand of morality’ that guides the beliefs of Adam. 


last chapters have been to show that, and how utterly devoid of all sense is to even try to have any 
discussion about those unscientific systems that avert their eyes from reality as, even with the best 
of intentions and beautiful dogmas, they are simply incapable of freeing us from misery, but 
rather that mindless normatism increases it more even as they attempt otherwise”. 


You could expose all that harm of their policies with our current knowledge after a standard 
Economy course, but the reasoning to reject them would not be completely right; and why that is 
the case is what I will now show as we finally move into our modern proper and primitive science 
of Economy to show where it also fails in catching up to our scientific progress. 


“ORAL: RAO, DAZELR, Rete, Bom, Fa” 

- tga ARE: SFE], Huang Di Nei Jing: Suwen, XXV: 2 or #442) if}, where thus the grand Yellow 
Emperor is said to complain that he is pained by thinking about the suffering of the people, but that it utterly 
confuses him how when he tries to do something about it their suffering rather increases as he is unable to 
heal their calamitous condition. 
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IV - Blind Plutus 


What is ‘money’? And whence does the Wealth of Nations come? 


For almost the entirety of our recorded history we see the ideas that ‘money’ is the same as 
‘wealth’ with both being some precious metal; and it is easy to see why - as we considered grains 
or most other things spoil in little time so that a nation that has its necessities met exchange with 
others for things they want. 


For that it is necessary that lasting storage of value in something. 


With this countries have dedicated their extra resources at mining operations to get the maximum 
amount of the judged ‘precious metals’ that they could; that metal was equalized to wealth and 
what the nation depended on - the ban on selling gold or silver was even popular as a law on 
nations during the Mercantile Age when it was hardly established these beliefs that all their wealth 
came from having that metal. 


That was some simple intuitive belief that lasted millennia and not much thought was given. 


But then ‘Capitalism’ came; nothing more than the Science of Economy questioning those old 
ideas - asking ‘what is money?’. 


The answer is rather simple, but the entanglement of preconceived beliefs made the discovery so 
hard; such, in fact, that although first germinating then a few centuries ago at the death of 
mercantilism I am here discussing on it to expose what ‘money’ and ‘wealth’ truly are. 


So let us take two farmers; they produce some amount of goods and decide that it is to be divided 
equally between the two of them or perhaps based on how much they produced, but it does not 
matter - the point is that they make ten coins that represent their share of that total produce. 


If both have five coins then they own half of that total produce. 


What happens then if one farmer manufactures ten new coins so that he now has fifteen coins 
and the other has still his five coins? Is that ‘nation’ of two farmers any wealthier? 


Since the total produce has now to be divided by twenty coins then it requires ten coins to be able 
to claim half of it; and thus the farmer with five coins, even though his nominal amount of money 
did not change, can now only claim one fourth of the total production. 


That is the reason for that famous inflation that happens when the government ‘prints more 
money’; a country has a certain amount of goods, be then products or services, and a certain 
amount of currency which equals that entire production of the country - you divide that total 
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production by that amount of currency and can see what percentage of the total you own by how 
much units of currency you have. 


If the government prints more money the ‘nation’, just like the farmers, do not get any ‘wealthier’, 
but that wealth is distributed as now the total production is divided by a larger number of 
currencies and your unchanged amount of currencies is therefore correspondent to a smaller 
percentage of that total production - you can buy less with it now. 


Now the example of two farmers sounds very dumb; why do they not exchange directly or 
produce what they want? But of course reality is much broader and we have gone over the 
impossibility, and worthlessness, of that ‘self-sufficiency’; exchange being essential to any 
development of the arts and improvement in life. 


Thus upon a shoemaker and a bricklayer wanting respectively an abode and something to wear 
on his feet, do they exchange one for the other? Or a pair of shoes for a single house? Or upon a 
medic needing aliment what should he do if the farmer does not need any treatment? All 
exchange is different and unequal when made thus in all variety of goods and services; it is 


+ Odors 
necessary something that makes them somehow comps rable - and so money was introduced by 
vopnpO ouari vowel 


law-of-custom upon the owner and the distibuted as the unit that measures all other things, 


however it is not the law that decides how many shoes correspond to a house or basket of food or 
biratoy bixatov 5 C a 


any artificial form but what is truly j us t for such is the divisionary of two- equal-p arts where all 


dtxaorhy dtxaorthy 


are the bisectator j u d g e since if no one has any necessity or desire there is no Semen to 


there be exchange or value on the produced items and it is the demand that defines all price.’ 


* “8G TODTO Kai OvonaCETaL SiKatov, Sti diya Eotiv, HoTEp Gv st TIc Eiro1 Siyatov, Kai 6 StKAOTIIS StyaoTH<s. 
OIKOSOLOS EG' @ A, OKVTOTOLLOS EQ' © P, Oikia &9' O y, DTOSLG. &q' © 5. Sei obv AauBavetv Tov oiKOSOLOV 
Tapa tod CKYTOTOLOD TO éKksivon Epyov, Kai adTOV éKkeivM LETAdSd6vat TO adTOD. E&v ObV TPATOV 7 TO KATH 
tiv dvadoyiav icov, cita. 7 dvtuTETovOds yévntat, Bota TO AEyOpEvov. si Sé pu}, OK icov, ODSE ODpILEVEL: 
ovbév yap KMAvEL KpEitTOV Eivat 10 Datépov Epyov 7} 10 Oatépov: Set odv tadta icacOFvar. ot 5é todTO 
kai émi Tov GAAwV TexvOv: &vypodvto yap Gv, si pn} Emote Td ToLOdv Kai Scov Kai Oiov, Kai TO THCXOV 
ETAOYXE TODTO Kai TOGODTOV Kai TOLODTOV. Od yap EK ddO iatpdv yivetat KoWwovia, GAN &E iatpod Kai 
yewpyod, kai bras Etépov Kai OK fowv: GAAG TObTOUS Set icacOfjvat. 516 TaVTA CDUBANTE Set THs Eivat, 
Ov éotiv GAAayN. é¢' 6 TO VOLO! EANADOs, Kai yivetat Tas LéOOV: TéVTA yop LETpEl, Hote Kai TIV 
Ditepoynyy Kai TI EAAEvyw, Too &tta 61) DTOSHLAT toov oikia {| TPO. Set Toivev SEP OiKOdOLOS TPO 
OKUVTOTOLOV, TOOASI VTOSNLATA TPds Oikiav 7 TPMTV. Ei YAP Lt] TODTO, ObK EoTOL GAAGYT OSE KOWWOViA. 
TovTtO 6’, si ttt] io Ein THs, OdK ~oTAL. Sei Apa Evi TIvt TAVTA WETpPEioNML, HomTEP EAEYON TPdTEpoV. TodTO d' 
éoti TH Lev GAnOeia 1] ypEia, f Tavta ovvéyet: si yap LNVEv SéowTo 7} LT] OLoiws, 7 ObK EotaI GAAayT) i} Ody, 
1 abt: Oiov 5' bTdAAayLLA THs ypEiag TO VOWIOLA yéyove Kate CDVOKHV: Kai 510, TODTO TObVOLLG Eel 
VOMIGLG, STL OD PboEL GAAG VOU EéoTi, Kai EQ! Hiv pEetTaBaAsiv Kai Torijoo1 Gypyotov. ~otaL 51) 
avtuteTtovOdc, Stav ioaoOi], Mote STEP yeMPyOs TPO OKVTOTOLOV, TO EPyOV TO TOD OKUTOTOLOV TIPds TO TOD 
yewpyov.” 

- HOuxé Nikopaysia, Nikomachean Ethics, V, where amid his random list of virtues Aristotle lets out this 


That is what ‘money’ is; and so much easier it is now to notice its nature as instead of precious 
metals we use symbolic pieces of paper and even easier in this transition to our digital currency 
where some virtual bits represent ‘money’ - thus how clearer than ever it is now that ‘money’ is 
nothing more than a token quantifying our share of that total production of the country and when 
we transfer it to the hand of another we are giving him that right upon that portion of the 
production”. 


Adam Smith had such insights and so noticed that merely increasing the amount of some metal 
and minting it into more coins would not increase the ‘wealth’ of the nation making it any more 
powerful; that only an increase in the actual production of goods would make it, and its citizens, 
truly wealthier. 


The gold can be exchange for foreign goods into the nation, yes, but only if they want it and only 
by exchanging it away, not hoarding, does it have any use as ‘wealth’; and what is the use of the 
gold of a rich man against the arms of the bandit - or the wealth of a country full of gold 
everywhere if the citizens are dying in a famine? 


The Wealth of Nations, then, comes not from metal or imaginary value, but truly ‘wealth’ means 
nothing more than ‘power’; only food provides the power to feed its citizens just as only arms 
provides safety once words and understanding fail to bring peace - wealth, then, comes from 
applying that metal and any other resource in the production of useful things that will increase the 
power of the nation. 


A few decades later from that monumental work of Adam, which introduced the seeds of science 
into Economy and Politics, we have the frightening work of Malthus. 


Observing the generosity of the king ingratiating the masses of the poor with alms he wondered 
about what was the actual economic effect of such social measures that distribute money. 


What would happen if the daily alms was raised by five shillings? 


That being just enough to buy a fillet of picanha rump steak will they then be able to have a 
decent meal with everyone eating picanha every day? 


beautiful description of the rise of a standard currency in economy; to which I join him in his silly wordplays 
about the etymology of the Greek word for ‘money’. 


” And what an infinite amount of stupidity that of Heinrich justifying ‘how paper that is easy to acquire can 
have value’ and his followers nowadays criticizing how ‘people enslave themselves working just to get a piece 
of paper’; what can only be wilful blindness intentionally not understanding even the simplest concept in 
Economy to instead focus on the physical material as if the value was the item itself rather than the value that 
the exchange token represents in acquiring any tangible item or service available in the general production of 
the State. 
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I asked that around to some people with absolutely no economic education and pleasantly they 
answer ‘no’; whereat I asked ‘why?’ and they then naturally failed to provide an answer, although 
they could go as far as saying that ‘they price would rise’ and then if asked again why or how they 
would be stuck at the belief that ‘it is complicated’ - Malthus, however, could explain exactly how 
such apparent act of kindness in truth made life worse for the poor demographic”. 


By what we just said it is rather obvious; the effect of the competition between buyers that makes 
the price increase is the fact there is a limited amount of meat being produced and it has to be 
divided between more people than before - the meat will not magically multiply because they 
have some money now and it will be distributed to about the same number of people as before, 
but some who got it before now are deprived of it. 


As on the example of the painter, and many others, the butchers has to determinate to whom he 
will sell it; to find some patent that is the most valid criterion for distribution - and that, of course, 
will be found in selling for those who pay most for it. 


The best lands for production of cattle are expected to be already occupied, but now that meat, 
ergo cattle, are worth more now it becomes economic viable to use less efficient land to raise 
cattle or stop planting something else to raise cattle; that will increase the supply back to meet the 
demand, yes, but it will also decrease the supply of something else in that nation besides 
remaining at a higher price than before since before it was not worth to have that extra cattle. 


There is the aspect of the ‘social trap’ being a huge discouragement for them to work and lose 
those free benefits so that they stay as an economic deficit consuming from the total produce 
without working to contribute to that production, but the workers themselves are harmed by that 
measure since the price of meat increase and while they could sometimes eat it before they now 
can rarely afford it; they would have to work eight hours to buy what they could with six while the 
longer that awful measure goes on the worst it gets for the entire population until he can no longer 
work so much and falls amid those who receive the benefit - ceasing to contribute to the 
production while simultaneously worsening his own situation and of all other even further. 


In case I invite him to my house I can help him without worsening the situation of others except 
to myself and my family who might be able to endure it, since buying more meat would break the 
point, but the depth behind of ‘teaching how to fish instead of giving the fish’ is much deeper than 
what is interpreted of only dependence; because as we saw giving money worsen things to all, 
being altruistic worsens only the benefactors who tolerate such while if it is given some land or 
means of production then we benefit both him as the entire society. 


* Exactly that example of an increasing in shillings at the price of meat on An Essay on the Principle of 
Population; and more extensively explained in An Investigation of the Cause of the Present High Price of 
Provisions about the contemporany event of prices growing over thrice their original value for grains, just as 
also for allied and competing goods of food. 
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It is not possible thus by means of donation to combat the ‘poverty’ of a class, that is for them to 
leave misery, because everything given to one depress all the others. 


There is a limited number of goods and just giving him money without changing the production 
means that you gave him rights to a greater part of the goods of the country than before; what is 
impossible to happen without diminishing the part of all others - that is what happens when the 
prices increase and the money of everyone begins to be worth less. 


As for giving the means of production he stops being a negative factor Just consuming and 
generating misery to instead increase the common stock. 


Thus if we take money from ‘the rich’ and give it to ‘the poor’ we will worsen the very situation of 
that entire demographic; not only ‘printing money’ creates inflation, but the redistribution of it 
does so too - it creates a localized inflation, with a spike in demand, on those products that the 
new owners, but not the old ones, will expend that money on. 


Those products being the necessaries for life then the entire poor demographic is thrown in much 
greater misery by that localized inflation because of that momentary donation to a few. 


On a more personal measure there is the contentious action of giving alms to beggars; with the 
arguments that he will either spend it on booze or that giving encourages to there be more beggars 
while the opposite party simply claims a high moral ground that ‘is the right thing to do’ since they 
get off and feel good about doing it - when we can now clear see that those who give alms are 
injuring him together with all other poor demographic and workers as it is generating inflation 
right on what they necessitate to buy while if the beggar does use the alms to buy liquor it is 
actually the best he does to society for with this he actually mitigates the damage of the damned 
donator to society by having no effect since it did not allocated that to the competition for food 
increasing the demand there. 


It seems irrelevant and insignificant to donate something to someone and that the effect is 
negligible while making that person happy or alleviating his suffering, however to say that is 
absolutely makes no difference giving to the poor is like those who say that throwing trash on the 
ground will make no difference; every process is composed of parts and it is not possible to alter 
any of them and say it 1s literally all the same when from the very initial conditions it is different - 
it is thus an unspeakable logical failure just because of the ignorance and neglect of the individual 
in studying that act to see its effect. Just as well seeing the collective culture of throwing trash 
produces all this unhappy state of before us; and so too those who support the beggars, the 
donation culture, accumulate such landfill dumps ever greater with more members accumulating 
their effect out of control become one of the great agents that cause the misery of the entire 
demographic - identical to throwing trash on the ground for an insignificant commodity and 
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aos 
momentary relief, or by feeling saint in buying such cheap purification, they degrade the future of 


the rest of humankind. 


Remember the weird vegetarian lion examples at the first chapter of this section; in how to reach 
the objective it required the exact science performing many actions rather than the worthless 
intuition of just shoving the fodder down the throat of the feline - and identically so if the goal is 
to help people to leave their misery it is only harmful that worthless intuition of alms, but it 
requires the exact study of Economy and many measures in others areas in order to affect 
promote them away from that situation. 


As aforementioned the increase in the price of a single item will affect the entire economic scene 
since it is all part of a single system; the “competing goods’, as those that also require field and that 
require crops to feed and so on competing for the same resources, will also get dearer while allied 
products, as leather and collagen, might get cheaper - that restructure of the economy also leads 
to both certain specialties being worth more and other less, the employment of which can lead to 
more velocity of money through the economy and affect the rate of bank loans as it become more 
advantageous or not to invest. 


And so on; modern economy has a very detailed picture of how each possible perturbation in the 
market affects all the rest - I entirely recommend doing a course if you wish to learn the current 
state where we model everything with a single wonderfully elegant tool of supply and demand, but 
this is as far as I will treat of it since with this exemplification of modern economic science I made 
my point so that I can forge on to where our current model falls short. 


‘Capitalism’, the understanding of how value is produced and the immediate effects of each 
change in the factors of economy, is pure science; but laissez-faire is a mindless religious cult that 
emerged from it - although so old is the belief in the self-organizing and most-perfect ‘natural’ 
order of the universe.” 


No one has truly followed that anarchical savagery of testing out absolutely lawless laissez-faire, or 
at least not intentionally as we see nowadays some African countries that have fallen in that most 
calamitous state and look back in history to many other examples of the collapse of authority, but 
if truly applied it would manage to be even worse than the above Platonic communities; for they 


” Adam with his ‘invisible hand’, as we can see on his worthless work on morals, was referring rather to such 
moral beliefs mixed with the most primitive views of supply and demand rather than our modern robust 
understand of such factors; only as we progressed in understanding ‘the economy of nature’ that we expanded 
the view of ‘selection’, where the hand is only invisible if we are blind, and without any explicitly development 
applied it to back to Economy producing our current one - but which application is thoroughly deficient in its 
magnitude as I show for the other natural sciences in Origin of Subatomic Species and as I will show now for 
Economy and Political Science. 
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are merely stuck on that idealized image of a past that has never existed, but anarchy is a 
continuous downward spiral of an ever worsening state until the reversion back to pure natural 
selection as mindless animals if it were to go on long enough - as the Dao leads to. 


The free market does indeed organize itself as we just saw how it responds to perturbations of 
demand by changing both supply and price, but like all else it simply selects for the most fit 
strategy In its environment; and it is pure happenstance when that blind selection leads to human 
progress rather than the enslaving exploration of monopolies or the brain-rotting powers of 
religion - it is horribly typical in nature the indifference to death mingingle rottenness with beauty, 
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and perhaps loving the former more™, so that such absolute savagery of nature 1s all that we aim 


to flee from in our society building endeavours. 


Some cheeky meme is that ‘competition in theory’ has two chad entrepreneurs where one says ‘T 
produce higher quality goods than you for the same price’ and the other answers “Then I have no 
choice but to increase the quality of my goods’ while ‘competition in practice’ has two 
stereotypical owners of abusive companies where one says ‘See these identical cartons of milk? 
There used to be one litre, but now there is nine hundred millilitres for the same price’ and the 
other replies “Then I am going to dilute my milk with water’. 


On the second chapter of the first section I went over how much that free selection of nature is 
blind in producing not only suboptimal results, but things that are directly unsustainable in the 
long term being harmful to all eventually, but for a more vivid example let us see that which made 
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Robert question his believed architect of nature himself". 
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Though it was horribly typical of the indifference of death in a nature which mingles rottenness with beauty, 
and perhaps loves the former more.” 
- The Night Ocean. 


101 With respect to the theological view of the question; this is always painful to me.— I am bewildered.— I 
had no intention to write atheistically. But I own that I cannot see, as plainly as others do, & as I shd wish to 
do, evidence of design & beneficence on all sides of us. There seems to me too much misery in the world. I 
cannot persuade myself that a beneficent & omnipotent God would have designedly created the 
Ichneumonidz with the express intention of their feeding within the living bodies of caterpillars, or that a cat 
should play with mice. Not believing this, I see no necessity in the belief that the eye was expressly designed. 
On the other hand I cannot anyhow be contented to view this wonderful universe & especially the nature of 
man, & to conclude that everything is the result of brute force. I am inclined to look at everything as resulting 
from designed laws, with the details, whether good or bad, left to the working out of what we may call chance. 
Not that this notion at all satisfies me. I feel most deeply that the whole subject is too profound for the human 
intellect. A dog might as well speculate on the mind of Newton.— Let each man hope & believe what he 
can.— 
Certainly I agree with you that my views are not at all necessarily atheistical. The lightning kills a man, whether 
a good one or bad one, owing to the excessively complex action of natural laws,—a child (who may turn out an 
idiot) is born by action of even more complex laws,—and I can see no reason, why a man, or other animal, 
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He was appalled at the behaviour of all animals in general, the parasitoid wasps of the 
Ichneumonidae being not truly special or uncommon, but as furnishing a beautiful introduction 
to the predatory ways of nature I will describe then here as based on his own observations of the 


behaviour of spiders during his circumnavigation of the globe. 


“I observe an arachnid on the arched steel beam which coming out of the cement stand that 
serves as tresses to the high galvanized zipped roof tile; evilly on its perfidy being perfectly quiet 
ready to jump upon the poor foolish gecko which triggering the tripwires wanders near the sinister 
tunnel which is the fetid lair of silk. 


The venomous fangs remain lustrously melanic even after so easily penetrating the stomach of the 
reptile; and making its soup the chelicerae move themselves independently one of the other 
leaving and entering the body of the animal where amid the white bubbles of foam forming on the 
open wound there is the red timbre of the blood mixed with the venom - it pulls the body to its 
house and after examining its powerless victim it delivers the last bite on the dorso-caudal 
proximal part, however although death could be so quick if the bite were fatal it instead bends its 
pedicel putting the venter of its abdomen together with the venter of the cephalothorax and 
revolving its prey before it weaves from its spinneret the silk coffin where the victim is preserved 
while the poison liquefy its body for it to be drank later for even if it is more brutish physically 
than a nephila or an epeira and more cumbersome on its ability of wrapping its prey it also does 
not give itself the crass trouble of ingesting solid food much preferring to watch its preys melting 
alive into juice first. 


It drags the cocoon towards the others at the back of its house, however differently from a cocoon 
where a caterpillar melts itself to transform itself into its adult form the path of the victim is only 
one-wayed; as seen on the rat or small mammal there in the mortuary bodega which tail was not 
wrapped and how much more horrible was such creature squeaking and kicking the tetra- 
pulmoned arthropod with its weak pinky legs being unable to leave while the false tarantula, a 
‘wolf from the lycosae, dug into its body with brute force and venom until finally immobilizing it 
to the point where still alive it is no longer able to move - and although it would not have the 
same success if it decides to attack me much more noise and uproar I would make if such thing 
were to get near me, thus it is better for me to go away at once. 


However I am stopped upon seeing dark death looming over us; just for a few moments I hear 
the buzzing of its flight before that in an instant the flight turns into a sudden rush of the wasp 
upon the spider - and as quickly as it attacked it flies away through the gymnasium. 


may not have been aboriginally produced by other laws; & that all these laws may have been expressly 
designed by an omniscient Creator, who foresaw every future event & consequence. But the more I think the 
more bewildered I become; as indeed I have probably shown by this letter.” 


- To Asa Gray 22 May [1860]. 
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The spider is clearly wounded for it walks with difficulty and upon getting to the border of its level 
on the stand it falls rolling onto the next level; where people notice the creature so that with yells 
and jumps they get away from the arachnid which continues throwing itself through the stand until 
it gets to the ground level right on the side of the exit of the gym - through which it proceeds 
dragging itself to the turfs of grass and trash outside. 


While I went to the roll-up door on the exit to watch such flight I hear the pepsis already 
returning; the ‘tarantula hawk’ wasp lands and walking in circles seems surprised or confused in 
not immediately finding its victim, but without delay it takes flight again with a different attitude - 
quickly vibrating its wings and antennae while making semicircles on the air like a laconian hound 
sniffing around for a fox. 


The spider is well concealed, even so it is soon found out and rises its pedipalps and frontal pair 
of legs with its positioning following the enemy which evidently still fearing the fangs takes its time 
doing manoeuvres in the air; until seeing opportunities it comes down so repugnantly grabbing the 
dorsal thorax of the spider and contorting its own abdomen so that it stings the underside of the 
thorax of its target before fleeing and repeating the process until on the third time before attacking 
it examines the motionless spider with its antennae confirming its deed before beginning to drag 
the body - at which point I interfere and kill both the flying tyrant as its prey. 


The arachnid, if it has any understand and knowledge, is thanking me from heavens for having 
taken its life; and not needing to watch the future spectacle before my eyes the mere terrible 
remembrance evokes every sentiment of repudiation and horror - even if against such hunting 
wasp its destiny would still be better than against some even more atrocious members of the 
apocritae. 


The hunter would only drag the spider to its nest and burry it together with an egg so that 
paralyzed with the venom the arachnid would remain alive while the egg hatches and feed itself 
from the fresh non-vital parts of the paralyzed living creature to just at the end kill it; while a 
parasitoid one would already inject such larva directly into the body of its target which would not 
only be born inside of it eating it, but would infect the nervous system of the very spider so that it 
might build a web that protects them so that the larva may hatch to eat the spider slowly by the 
non-vital parts while protected by both spider and web - what is arguably better than the 
caterpillar which are infected with dozens of larvae at once and which babies have the audacity of 
eating only the non-vital parts so that they leave their host to form their cocoons since the infected 
caterpillar will do them not harm, but rather it will use its own silk to weave the remainder of their 
cocoons and defend such day and night until it itself dies from hunger little before the exiting of 
dozens of the same vile creatures from the cocoons where sisters and brothers will delight 
themselves in incest upon the cadaver of the host whom they partially ate and who gave its life for 
them before they go on then to infect more of such infantile butterfly which over half suffer such 
same fate. 
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Ergo I go out of my way to kill such and forfend the creation of a new generation, however it is 
vain for it is a too intelligent and successful strategy on the market of life; and thus before the free 
market without regulation it is explored ever so - as it is ubiquitously found around the globe the 
endless cycle of such highest cruelty upon a multitude of species. 


The bizarre result of the free competition between the species where only the most perfidious 
creatures survive; although the world is still infested with those homo pseudo-sapiens too ignorant 
and stupid so that they say that some sickening author, ‘of love and benevolence’, intentionally 
created such immoral cruel villainy that is such ‘perfection’ of nature.” 


That is one very successful strategy in nature; it is very fit and so it succeeds and is found to have 
convergently appeared all around the globe through both space and time - and even if we, driven 
by some insane morality or other reason, exterminate such creature others will eventually evolve 


to fill that successful niche again. 


Now, what is the most fit strategy; to employ your energy in acquiring seed, tilling the land and all 
other aforementioned cares of a farm for months to then finally get a harvest to consume and sell 
- or to just sit back and relax all the while and when the farmer has collected his harvest to kill 
him and steal it? 


It is clear how superior and advantageous the latter is; and that is what nature does in the endless 
revival of carnivourism as a speciation trait whenever it proves to be viable’’ - and that is what we, 
artificially by law, forbid. 


You might say that every possible writer agrees on that; ‘killing is wrong’ and ‘stealing is wrong’ - 
but see the entire point that I am not throwing some insane social norm and deified right of 
property, but I entirely justify it upon the most solid facts of reality as I am scientifically 
considering the results of such law and from that engineering the social environment that will 
select not for that great gain to some individuals but converge the most fit strategy with the general 
gain of the State. 


Such pretty little dogmas, as ‘the right of property’, are much worse than useless; blinding its 
followers to Science it produces the same effects as the previous discussion of working towards 
the principle of ‘equality’ - and such others imaginary aims of moralism. 
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Some organisms turn carnivorous only momentarily; as the giant cannibals of the ciliate blepharisma or the 
plague-bringer locust both when exposed to a high population density - the beloved bamboo-eating bear 
which will proceed to eat its just-born baby if it happen to give birth to more than one is not an exact example 
of that carnivorous behaviour, but it, just like felines killing every baby of other males after taking over a pride, 
is an example of the undirected savagery of natural selection. 
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Equality is justice, but only between equals; inequality is also justice, but once again not between 
all but only between unequals - the products of a business made by two men is not divided half 
and half if one invested one mnan and the other the others ninety nine, or between he who 
worked for a month rising all the walls and roof and he who worked for one morning put one 
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brick and one tile, for if such division half and half is not injustice, what is: 


The State is not to benefit one or a few individuals over the common good; so that its Justice 
proceeds from the equality between the proportion of their reward to their contribution to society. 


So that when a country is well governed, poverty and disgrace are shameful; when it is ill, riches 
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and honour. 


Malthus, because of the Malthusian Horror of his philosophy you can see quickly described in 
Origin of Subatomic Species, concluded his work" just repeating the misguided line of Adam that 
‘of all the ways in which a capital can be employed, agriculture is by far the most advantageous to 
the society’; or closer to his more insane line of ‘to cultivate the ground was the original 
destination of man’. 


They focus on the same old ideas that ‘all wealth comes from working the land’; and there is that 
hyper-specialization disparate with it - when it is the progress of the arts, as more efficient ways to 
cultivate the land, that are infinitely more important than the momentary gains of spending the 
day tilling a field. 


Progress accumulates exponentially; the invention of a motor and from it of farming machinery 
makes possible to few by themselves to produce in a year what in centuries the entire world 
dedicated to primitive farming would be unable to - yet, while they express their hope that 
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oiov Soxsi icov 16 dSikatov sivat, Kai ZoTwv, GAN’ ob THOW GAA ToIs tooIc: Kai TO &VICOV SoKel SikaLoVv 
sivat, Kai yap gotw, GAN’ od TOW AAU TOIs Avisos: O1 SE TODT’ &QaIpodot, 10 oic, Kai KpivovEl KaKAc.” 
- TloAttucé, Politics, I, where he gives such definition of justice with those coins, and which I complement 
by changing ‘contribution’ from some moralist magic concept about effort or any other such useless ambiguity 
to the proper quantification of the results to society. 


meee > (SRS, APSE. PEMA, ALAS. K PAIL, SSIS. FRA, 2A 
FESS, i ; FE, BAB, Fo. | ” 
- ig@ae: 214, Lunyu: Tai Bo, XIII. 
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Which greatest value of the work is his analysis into the causes of misery establishing the first robust ideas of 
unsustainability, which so greatly now plague our society; the critic that ‘he failed to foresee the industrial 
revolution’ is wholly meaningless as that increase in powers of production merely pushed a little higher those 
limits before catastrophes rain down on us - where his failure, and the true horror of his philosophy, is in 
assuming that those limits and boundaries are ‘fixed laws of nature’ that his god put upon humankind so that 
we have to helpless accept it and pray for a life without suffering on the imaginary ‘next world’ rather than 
something we can do something about with our efforts and intellect to improve our conditions in life. 
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‘science will continue to evolve’, they place to value in what is the most important thing to invest 
on as the greatest means to increase the production of wealth. “True wealth’ as Power and not 
simply a pile of metal or a large quantity of products, but allowing convenience, health and quality 
of life to improve as impossible even to the richest kings of a less advanced civilization. 


To exemplify let us degrade their argument to a popular phrase common to the idealized 
masculinity of today that says ‘strong men make times easy, easy times make weak men, weak 
men make times hard, hard times make strong men’, but although so unworthy of any mention 
and dissertation, merely showing off their ignorance of all history and logic, it does provides us 
with a good starting example; where we can see the strongest and most disciplined men in 
Classical Greece and on the Roman Republic fighting quite often with the same certainty of death 
as in Thermopylae and enduring hopeless times such as Cannae while besieged cities often would 
rather suffer the horror of murdering their women and children before going to die themselves in 
battle than to leave them as rewards for the victors to do what they pleased upon them - but how 
far from easy such times eternally were with not a hint of improvement much less of that cyclical 
supposition of amelioration and degradation, although at that time they of course already spew 
such nonsense as that confortable couches or tasty food or adornment to their clothes and houses, 
or any culture and ethnicity distinct from theirs, made men weak. 


And so most awful times remained for the millennia of recorded History until quite recent times 
when rather than ‘hardening men’ to be insensible to pain we treat those causes of suffering 
themselves; since no matter how ‘strong’ a man is he is entirely powerless to help even alleviate 
his mother, wife or children as they suffering lay dying sick in from of theirs eyes how much less 
to cure them, but which with knowledge a ‘weak man’ can apply a remedy or perform a surgery 
saving them as all the strength of every men in the world together could not even after millennia 
with hundreds of generations of ‘strong men’ everywhere do nothing but watch helplessly until 
they were saved from their miserable condition by the intellect of others - as we already seen on 
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specialization ten thousand strong men are replaced by a single machine" while today even 


™ «6 8 cite "KA€oPiv te Kai Bitwva. tobtoi1 yup Eodo1 yévoc Apysiotot Bioc te &pKéwv Div, Kai TpPd¢ 
TOOTH POLN CHpatos Toujdse- GEOAOPSPOL TE AUPSTEPOL OLOiws Hoav, Kai dt} Kai Aéyetat SSE 6 Adyos. 
Eovons Optic TH “Hpy toiot Apysiotot see Tavs TI UNTEpA AdTOV Cebyet KOLLOOiVaL Es TO ipdv, oi 5é 
ogi Bogs Ex Tod Gypod Od TapEyivovto év Hpy: EKKANLOLEVOL 5E TH pH Oi venviat DTOSbvTES AdTOI DTO TIV 
CebyAny eidxov tiv Gpaéav, mi tii Gude 5é cer W@yéEto 1 pNP: oTadious 58 TévtE Kai TeccEpEKOVTO. 
dtakopioavtes aiKovto & TO ipdv. tadta 5é o~t TOMoaot Kai dPOEiot DITTO Tic TAVIYUPLOG TEAEVTT TOD 
Biov dpiotn émeyéveto, 51é5EEE TE EV TOUTOLOL 6 BEdG Hc GpELOV Ein GvOpaT@ TeBvavat LOAAOV 7 Cet. 
Apysiot pév yap Teptotavtes éuaKkdpiCov TOV VENVIEMV TiV PLN, ai dé Apyeiat tiv pNtEpa adTOV, Oiwv 
TEKVOV EKLPNOE: 1 OE LTP TEeplyaprs Eodoa. TH te Epyw Kai TH ONLY, oTdoa avtiov TOD GyGApatoc edyEToO 
Kie6Bt te kai Bitovi toiot Ewvtiig TEKVOLOL, OF [LV ETiLMOUV LEYdAMG, TiV Dedv Sodvat TO AvOpaTM TUXEIV 
Gptotov éott. pete tadbtyv 5é Ti Ebyi ws EOvOdV TE Kai ed@xNnOnoav, KaTAKONVEvTES EV DTH TH ip ot 
venviat odKétt &vEoTHOUV GAN’ Ev TéAei TOOTH Eoyovto. Apyeiot 6é OME@V EikOvac TOINOdpEVOL .vEDECaN EC 
Ashoovs a> &plotav yevonévov. "” 
- Iotopiat, Histories, I: 31, in which the very father of History so praises two men for the defeat of, when not 
finding oxen, pulling the cart themselves with their mother to the festivities; and so as admirable and 
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millions of the hardiest, strongest and most idealized soldiers even in war are useless as a single 
bomb can get rid of them all at once with the bomb not only redefining every future conflict since 
but if the third Reich, or any other nation, had directed its resources at being the first to develop 
the bomb then they would have won the war, but even more important than that extreme superior 
efficiency in production is that case of the cure since the ‘strong men’, or hardworking farmers, 
will starve together with their families at any pestilence, bad weather or plague as all they can do is 
uselessly pray for the inexistent help of their imaginary gods and so on in all aspects of life where 
only the improvement and progress of the knowledge in understanding the world to find not only 
betters ways to do it but ways to do it at all, Power, is what will beget any benefit to humankind. 


praiseworthy their ‘laudable happy death’ as after they went to sleep and their rest was prolonged forever since 
they woke up no more. 


“Omnis homines, qui sese student praestare ceteris animalibus, summa ope niti decet, ne vitam silentio 
transeant veluti pecora, quae natura prona atque ventri oboedientia finxit. Sed nostra omnis vis in animo et 
corpore sita est: animi imperio, corporis servitio magis utimur; alterum nobis cum dis, alterum cum beluis 
commune est. Quo mihi rectius videtur ingeni quam virium opibus gloriam quaerere et, quoniam vita ipsa, 
qua fruimur, brevis est, memoriam nostri quam maxume longam efficere. Nam divitiarum et formae gloria 

fluxa atque fragilis est, virtus clara aeternaque habetur. “ 

- De Catilinae Coniuratione, About the Conspiracy of Catilina, I: I, on which introduction so beautifully puts 
Sallustius that riches and beauty are fleeting and fragile while virtue, from the intellect, is shines bright and 
lasts eternal; contrasting ‘that which we have in common with the Gods’, our intellect, and ‘that with beasts’, 
that the works of the body so that any who wishes to leave a legacy will employ of his intellect rather than 
brute strength during his brief life. 


With five megacalories, over twice the daily energy intake of an average man, at the sad efficiency of our 
biological machinery, only a fourth or fifth going into work, one strong man could perhaps do the 
unbelievable feat of with a paddle strike and stir one kilolitre of water until his energy was thoroughly spent 
and he managed to raise the temperature of the water by one degree; what an amazing effort and feat which 
very few humans in all of history would be able to accomplish, if at all as the heat should dissipate much faster 
than he can increase it - yet, of course, with very little intellect any man can achieve results infinitely more 
impressive and more useful as by gathering wood or any other fuel he can boil it all with little effort and little 
calories of his own spent. And more than that current effect of its usefulness it compounds on as we leave not 
only the direct benefit to our children, but that knowledge which they can work upon expanding it further so 
that they may attain things that are not possible to achieve in our own time. 

How happy then the collective intellects which brought about mechanical motors so that instead of being 
condemned to the servile occupations of our awful biomachinery we can just burn fuel to plow the land, waive 
clothes and any other necessity our ingenuity set itself to acquire; how happy that if we lack oxen we need not 
to pull the cart with our necks under the yoke - the same intellect which here testify to us that meaningless 
feats of bodily strength is far from praiseworthy, but the despicable misery we aim to abolish. 


“oopov BobAEvpa Thc TOAAS yEipacs VIKa” 
- Iotopiat HoAvBtov, Histories from Polybius, I, where he attributes to Euripides the phrase that ‘a wise plan 
beats many hands’; which he uses when showing how the brain of one man defeated a host of enemy so great 
that they were certain it would be impossible to avoid destruction at the hands of that enemy. 
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While little merit is founding in trashing that silly baseless popular phrase, we attain some benefits 
in exercising the art of reasoning; which we can apply then back to the idealized farmers above of 
an agriculturic-centric economy - that just as the strong men are meaningless and useless in the 
grand picture of humankind so too is that farming or any other production, which last but one 
season, whereas only intellectual contributions can both last and improve the situation of mankind 
forever as no ‘hard-work' can do even for the momentary instant it lasts. 


And so too how constructing an environment that selects for that, for progress, is the only 
investment that will produce results increasing the Power of the State. 


For let us suppose the owner of a field who on the time of the harvest hire people to gather it; 
how much should he pay to those he hired at dawn, at midday and to those who came right 
before dusk with just a few minutes of work? 


One denarium to each regardless? 


The mere idea of working all day long and receiving the same as a person who worked half a day 
or just a few minutes is revolting to most people; and as we saw it is not simple envy at the felicity 
of others, but that such unjust ‘generosity’ of the owner does indeed devalue their work generating 
inflation to that poor class begetting then nothing but misery - and although these economist 
might stutter at this scenario it seems impossible they could truly agree with such worthless 
model.” 
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ouoia yap gotw f Paotrsia TOV Odpavav avOpaTrw oiKkodeorTOTH, dotIc EfAGEV Ga TPat LcPdoacVar 
Epyatac sic TOV GLTEA@va. adTOD. OVL@VIjOUs 6E HETH TOV Epyatov &Kk Syvapiov TI HuEépay, dtéotEtev 
adtove sig TOV GpTEAOva adtod. Kai &EedOav Tepi Ti TpitHV pay, sidev GAAouc EoTatas &v TH &yOpa 
apyovs: KaKeivols eiev, Yrayete kai dpeic sic Tov GpmeA@va, Kai 6 édv 7 Sika1ov Soo piv. oi 8 
GHAVov. TaAw éFeAOov Trepi Extnv Kai Evvatnv Opav, éroinoev Woavdtwe. Tepi 5é Ti EvdekatHv Opav 
&EehOav, sbpsv AAovs EoTHtas apyovs, Kai Aéyet adtoic, Ti Hde éoTHKaTE SANV THV HLEpav Apyoi; 
éyovow ava, “Ott ovdeic Nas ELtGAM@oaTO. Aéyel adTOIC, ‘Yrhyete Kai duis sic TOV GpTEA@va, Kai 6 édv 
1) dikatov ArjweoOs. Owias 5é yevopévnc AéyEl 6 KUPLOS TOD GpTEA@VOS TH EMITPOT abtODdD, KGAEoov tods 
épydtas, Kai G1dd0¢ abtois TOV LLODdv, GpEtpLEVOS GTO TOV EoYATwV EWS TOV TPOTwV. Kai EABOVTES Oi TEpi 
Ti Evdekatyny Opav éLaPov ava Snvaprov. EADdvtEs 5é Oi TPAtot Evoptoav Sti TA€iova Anwovtat Kai 
fraPov kai adtoi ava Snvaptov. AaBdvtec Sé gyoyyvCov Katt tod oikodSeoTtov, Agyovtes 6t1 OdtOI oi 
éoyator piav HSpav éroinoay, Kai toous Hiv abtovcs éoinous, toig Buotéoao1 TO Pdpos Tig NuEpaAs Kai TOV 
Kavoova. 6 58 doKpeic siev évi adbtHv, Etaips, odK G51KO os: Odxi SjVapiov cvvepavrods LOI; pov 
TO oov Kai bray: DEA SE TOHTH TH EOYATH Sodvat Ws Kai Oi. i] OdK EEEoTi [101 Total 6 OEAW Ev TOIs 
Enoic; Ei O OPOBGALG GOV TOvNpPds EoTLV, StI Ey Ayabds sin; ObTHs EcOvTAL Oi EoyYaTOI TPAto1, Kai ot 
TpOtor Eoyator: ToAAoi yap siot KANTOI, OAiyot 5é EKAEKTOL.” 
- kata Mat8aiov, from Matthews, XX: 1-16, the ‘parable of the farmer’. 


While that harmful dream of receiving gifts and ultimate rewards by no merit of his own simply because ‘he 
suffered something’ by not being amongst the rich so that ‘the rich have to be humiliated and the poor exalted’ 
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But that ‘should’ for us is far from any worthless norm of ‘right’ or ‘wrong’, but simply the results 
of each action; for us it instead sounds like ‘what is the result of such a model?’ and then ‘is that 
final outcome desirable?’. 


On the first unthinkable model of all receiving the same we know about that generating misery 
rather than helping that class, but further we have that the optimal strategy is to come at the latest 
possible so that he will get the most reward per time spent; it will be crippling to production and 
under such a policy the country would die of hunger with the crops rotting uncut on the field. 


The usual idea of ‘justice’ that those who worked all day should receive about double of those 
who worked half a day and so on is certainly much better, but it being proportional to time does 
not correlates with any ‘work’ or ‘effort’ they put in; what about those who arrive early, but stay all 
day loitering around the field without doing work? Or if those who worked hard early are tired 
and their performance go down greatly while those fresh ones work half a day with much 
strength? And then the reality mentioned that ‘effort’ or ‘intention’ is whole meaningless"; no one 


is clearly a worthless mentality to any endeavour or economy; and one very common on the imaginary justice 
of some authors who converged to such populist line to win over the masses. 


“valet ima summis 
mutare et insignem attenuat deus 
obscura promens; hinc apicem rapax: 
Fortuna cum stridore acuto 
sustulit, hic posuisse gaudet” 
- Carmina I: XXXIV, 12-16, as Horatius whence the christians likely copied. 


“He: SF, BPA 
, 2, Kis PMI, Hose b7T. ABR eae, Hee ce, eS ae Ti ea, 
AGE PRET, BRIM AS PER, AH 
HPAL, Bit; APSA, MP,” 


, Yi Jing: Qian, I, and on the other side of the world the same idea. 


° 


Bu 


Was al jab cle pa Gld pal ll ail lees jul! reas chile aly L” 
= (Sal 6 gery SIS pb dually s GLeaill poo cllall ASa sald, AL Call, A Thousand Nights And Night: The Tale Of King 
Omar And His Two Sons Sharkan And Al-Makan, where the sister religion to the one above goes on the 
worthless view mentioned that ‘the reward is proportional to the effort’; although in this case the sickening 
fanaticism goes through the roof as he is actually talking about living a life of suffering and odium so that they 
might be rewarded in proportion on the imaginary other world. 


8 yall 53 ald dic peal. ASIglly il pM Gd Ladle U 
— Cay piel we stnall As AL ALI Gli, The Thousand Nights And Night: The Tale Of The Fisherman And The 
Ifrit, where it says then that effort does not lead to success as after so much effort pulling the fishing net all he 
got was the accursed vase; although nothing can really be praised on this damned culture and as later said it is 
the even worse belief then that ‘fate belongs to god and no one can win to trap it or release it; neither studying 
nor skill can bring good luck’. 
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pay for such ambiguous imaginary parameters, but by the results produced - so that we have 
there our answer. 


They ‘should’ be paid by the impartial analyses of how much each contributed; how much he 
repeated, what the distance carried - ‘should’ because that makes the optimal strategy to be 
producing actual results and contributing so that the most advantageous to society is selected for. 


How ‘worthy’ then of wealth he who invent gathering machines and more efficient ways of 
working leading to many folds the production; and how for the State then rather than having all 
working nonstop on fields and hyper-specialized jobs for their immediate production to be a little 
lower for the sake of nurturing those scientist who will generate exponential gains for all future of 
humankind! 


They go thus against the very ‘free-market’ they supposedly advocate for; Malthus goes on about 
how some jobs are good for society while other service generate a lot of gain to the individual 
alone without generating also the benefit to society, but in his blindness he merely says that the 
government has to somehow restrict the market to direct that gain to the production of food - 
while Adam goes harder on his twisted belief saying that singers and ‘such professions’ gain well 
because of ‘the difficulty to endure the public prostitution and shame’ so that once that profession 
loses that stigma they will no longer gain so much, and so on creating unnecessary divisions for no 
reason but his beliefs of what is a worthy job to have. 


And while they were thus having fun with their norms they just scratched the nature of Economy 
still supporting such ignorant beliefs as the laissez-faire, with their little exceptions to it, that would 
not work even if all agents were rational and prescient; for it is not a March of Progress between a 
good and bad allocation of resources, but a web of niches where the symbiosis of cartels, the 
exploration of the public goods, the slavery to monopsonies and the violent carnivorous revolt of 


the masses taking back what was private property are only the inevitable optimal strategies which 


will naturally arise in response to the environment - the only function and duty of the government 
is to interfere with such, and not in providing services, since the uncontrolled quasi-invisible hand 
has no purpose nor goal so that it leads to progress as to loss as to stagnation, but only the 
intentional interference is able to turn such labour directional leading to some objective by 
selecting what is desirable and beneficial to society. 


For if we are to judge only which producer of grapes presents the greater harvest before us one of 
them will easily win by at night set afire the vineyard of his neighbour; thus he wins the 


EE gh Cattle 28 pibeell JLall Ida Cube h ald alall G2 pb Gye Gl Jgul Lolly Gaal ol Gb Y.” 
= Ce gt coil ale 5 Alas phew ae and yl yy pls Ss Abd s AL! Gall, A Thousand Nights And Night: The Tale Of 
Harun Al-Rashid With Jaafar, The Slaveress And Imam Abi Yusif, where a much better idea is presented 
almost worthy of the name House of Wisdom as it says that there is no shorter or easier path than knowledge 
for the things in this worth and the next; although the actual content of the tale is worthless with the shameless 
of religious abusing loophole in their own laws to get what they want and ‘be technically not infringing the law’. 
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competition as the best, but the result is obviously less than optimal to the whole society - so that 
there are laws which imped him from adopting such strategy on the market, as it would be 
allowed in a truly free market where they ‘let it be’ and not even the proponents of such admit 
such liberty for they ignore such assuming implicitly the restrictions and laws preconceived on 
their mind as they were absolute science, and are required ten thousand more restrictions in 
order to guide the result of the competition to the desired benefit of society. 


A man trained in fighting or simply with a knife or weapon easily kills a business man and in 
seconds acquire the wealth built in decades; thus his strategy is genial to the extreme and one 
which nature has shown to be divinely successful with the carnivores - but obviously it is 
absolutely worthless to society and ubiquily forbidden by law is such acephalous natural savagery 
of the true laissez-faire for it is of no value for the government, except by a happy accident, their 
competition for the individual good of each but rather he who contributes more to society. 


On the same way to sell food without the sanitation standards is forbidden; and we saw the 
absolute outrage of the entire city to the poor rural people bringing their cheese and eggs to sell 
on the fair and the inspectors throwing everything on the ground ending the fair because they did 
not have the due regularization to such items - they do not have the liberty to sell even if there are 
those who want to buy, just as too 1s forbidden the sale of poison and many other substances, 
since that liberty is detrimental to the general good of all in the State. 


Taxes have to be collected from somewhere; should it be on every item equality then by their 
value? Rather it is beyond insane that basic food items and what is considered as a necessity of the 
people have any tax as if it were something to be discouraged; if there is any desire for all to have 
then it has to be stimulated with the due externalities of something profitable to society while the 
taxes can come only from the non-essential that is acquired then not by necessity, but delight, so 


that the due priority of things is established” - this acts upon the cause of the suffering and misery 
in contrast with taxing impartially as if generating more economic movement were something to 
be punished or the sickening social dependencies that cause only evil to themselves instead of 
good or any attempt of equality to the smallest common denominator creating then general 


necessity. 


But they only give some trifling mentions about food being unable to elicit such direct inference 
from their own words; that there should be no tax in necessity but on luxury - of not taking in 
accordance with the gain of each as if contributing to production should be punished by making 
him pay more than who did little, but in accordance with the effects of his services to the judged 
good to society. 


™ Visualize that famous example of a jar with large stones where the teacher asks if it is full and it is answered 
it is, but then he proceeds to fill it with many pebbles and ask again before filling with sand and ask to then 
finally fill with water; which if then put out of order it would not fit and the priority is ‘for the most important 
things first’. 
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Taking taxes from food diminishes misery, but then taking the taxes from jet skis and dirigibles 
only weakens the power of the government'’; the worthless regulation of price also based solely 
on the item without considering the usage, as if all were employed to equal purposes, is one of the 


greatest agents of the misery of society. 


As how water costs the same be it for the survivor of the individual or to waste in hectares of 
useless grass lawns''; on the same way it is a cruel joke to treat the consume of electricity and gains 
of laboratories preserving medicines or households on their basic necessity on the same way that 
the sick people who build the most powerful computing tools just to consume energy in useless 
iterations guessing an answer as ‘proof of work’'’ - and how clear it show of how inefficient and 
dysfunctional is the system of decentralized power while how shameful to the equally worse-than- 
useless current government on their qualification of governing anything. 


Only the apex of foolishness, and inefficiency, as are such populist governments of democracy 
could make something like selling a limited resources, as fossil fuels, indiscriminate without any 
criteria; and then upon having incredible inflation during crises to burn the money of the 
government to buy-out the people covering for such failed industry to the entire population 
instead of the obvious choice of cutting such useless expenses to keep functional the truly 
necessary services of logistics’ - for the demonized petroleum and combustibles are like guns 
and they do not kill any person nor destroy the environment, but who uses them has the entirety 
of the blame. 


Even a leader of state who seeks environmental reforms and closes up petroleum wells still will 
increase the production and extraction if there is a war; as it is the obvious reality that cutting up 
the energy supply of the other is the most basic strategy and it is infinitely better to use such 


"’ Te sounds like an exaggeration and a joke, but it is a real ridiculous measure passed in Brazil recently. 

™ Common question of contention in the United States which have such lawn culture and an ever-growing 
water problem. 

” That is, the common method used for cryptocurrencies. 

"’ As during the recent pandemic and at the outbreak of wars; depending on indulging the masses the 
government, even if it wanted, is unable to control its people and save the precious resource only for the most 
valuable industry - or to properly charge them for all the destruction caused by the virtually useless massive 
consumption. 

Underground oil itself is a resource belonging to the State and na absolute detrimento to society to allow some 
random farm owner to get rich because there was oil on ‘his’ property; today the cost for the people is that 
cost of extracting it from under the ground and some little gain they have, and while I mention the externality 
of the pollution and damage it causes from its usage there is also that ignored cost of extraction that is the 
depletion of the nation reserves of a finite resource - who utterly absurd then to sell it for merely the 
extraction price, and that the gains go to some random worthless individual rather than to the State who truly 
owns it and who is both losing that finite resource at gathering as suffering the harms of the pollution of its 
usage! 

It is a policy which weakens the Power of the State, and thus worsens the life of its inhabitants both on the 
present as for the future generations, rather than a sound policy which increases its Power improving the State. 
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combustible than for the cornered countries to go down into a nuclear war" - just like such 
combustible can be used to power-up plans that save and restore the environment several 
magnitudes more than the burning of it causes, but the problem is that it is not being used like 
that for without any criteria it is given for the masses to burn up as it pleases them without them 
even paying for the external damages and problems that they causes for much on the contrary the 
countries are controlled by such reckless will of the masses and even destroy their own future 
closing nuclear power-plants by baseless believes and fear of that which they are ignorant about'’. 
The ecologic crisis and almost every existent problem, for even natural disasters and diseases 
cause so much damage only by the negligence of preparing against such, are not because of ‘fossil 
fuels’ or any such factor, but the free market as it so well is convenient for such worthless un- 
governments of populists elected by the ignorant majority; virtually everything is caused by the 
simple and pure lack of regulation - the masses, like the free market and natural selection, have 
no prescience and if our model is to imitate cancers in competing for resources with each other 
for the self-interest of each individual, without the regulation of the central command of the body 
making all cooperate to a single mutual objective, then the single organism called Society and 
State cannot survive. 


And so is the current state where without the rational guide of science to make them plan goals it 
is a body where the endocrine and nervous systems are dysfunctional; we see a world where the 
brain, heart and kidney compete against the feet and fingers for resources because ‘all have the 
same rights and is unfair for any organ to take priority’. 


For the actual system requires the blind tax to all so that they use without really paying for the 
harm they cause; while those who bring benefits with their good use instead of being rewarded 
have to pay the same taxes too! 


The most ridiculous tragedy; it has been created the system where it is impossible to elect 
something who will threaten thus to require the masses to pay for what they consume - there 
exists no different between ‘tax’ or ‘externality’ or ‘salary’, but they are the exact same controls to 


"The new government of the United States was trying to mitigate the awful effects of the previous leader and 
was going to close the new wells, but at the outbreak of the war it decided to cancel the cancellation plans; to 
which environmentalists so foolishly and ignorantly of anything complained against that necessary evil. 

"The so contentious decisions of Germany burning its filthy coals and closing its Nuclear power; a crime 
against their own future and the well-being of the rest of the world - based on pure superstition and spread of 
the intolerance of ignorance, with the coal being worse even at releasing radioactive heavy metals into nature 
how much more at all the diseases and problem of pollution. 

Quite akin how the above environmentalists complain about ‘the rich’ using their jets while the masses are 
struggling with paper straw and such measures; when eliminating ‘the rich’ entirely would not change at all our 
situation since that higher consume of a few is many orders of magnitude inferior to the real problem that is 
the mass consume of the masses. 
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be exerted requiring the entire value that is due by those who consume something and paying for 
all the service done for the sake of society. 


Another violence of the ‘free market’ by that very United States known as the proponent of it was 
the ban of microchips to China; ignoring their own slogans by threat of war - as what State in its 
sane mind would defend a policy that strengthens its enemy and is detrimental to itself? 


Adam would approve of that measure and he explicitly mentions war as one of such ‘exception’ 
to his mystical belief in the invisible hand, but a Rule does not have an ‘exception’; instead the 
existence of a case where the Rule fails shows that the normative ‘right of property’, or freedom of 
trade or what so ever else, is a mere fiction of their whim and one that is as far from science as it 
is detrimental to the State - rather it leads us to seek the true underlying of conducing economy 
that could explain both cases, which is my point here in saying that it is by such restrictions in 
selecting for what is best for the State so that it will actually lead up the road we want. 


Such are not exception of the ‘principle of freedom’ but the obvious application that the only 
criterion is the contribution to society'"; the positive ones receiving their gain in proportion and 
the negative ones having to deal with the consequences and prohibitions - the difference is that 
they conceived those laws against direct murder and theft from their obvious necessity to the 
functioning of society, but on the same way guided by moralist guesswork they have no idea what 
they are doing since their instinct naturally lacks the due economic science to differentiate 
between good laws and those worse than worthless one produced by their religious prejudice 
which most often serve the opposite purpose spending resources only to cause unnecessary 
suffering worsening the life of their own people rather than making the State and living there 


better. 
Not for any particular individual and much less for the imaginary aims of moralistic norms. 


As forbidding prostitution and the medical assistance to abort which merely forces them to do it 
illegally in a much worse situation so that the reason for the law is simply that the fools in power 
decided on their imagination that others having the legal choice bothers them; with no what so 
ever thought about the results that it will continue on happening while allowing so would only 
bring benefits to the wellbeing of the population - and if it could truly be stopped to happen, what 


"° «The same tendency to simplify and generalize, produces a still greater disinclination to allow of 
modifications, limitations, and exceptions to any rule or proposition, than to admit the operation of more 
causes than one. Nothing indeed is so unsatisfactory, and gives so unscientific and unmasterly an air to a 
proposition as to be obliged to make admissions of this kind.” 

- Principles of Political Science, on which he follows saying that sadly there are things he can see no other way 
since he sees the overwhelming application of some ‘principle’ on almost every thing except for those few 
exceptions; but as I said, that was pure blindness and rather he should have looked for the broader principle 
which rules and justify both seemingly different choices at the different cases. 
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advantage do they imagine there to be in forcing the population thus to raise another being that 
they do not even want? And how much less of a pseudo-argument there is against prostitution; 
openly going against that professed ‘freedom’ and ‘right of property’ over one’s body simply 
because they do not like it - no what so ever even excuse to the effects or purpose of that policy 
in making the world better! Not any less ridiculous is how the war on drugs tries to combat an 
actual and real evil to society’’, but it is done so poorly and mindlessly that it merely makes things 
infinitely worse; even science is forbidden from progressing and bringing a better life to both all in 
the advancement of medicine and in special to those chained by addiction, yet ‘drugs’ are seen as 
malign satanic substance being against the law for a scientist to study or research the plant to learn 
all its possible uses in treating diseases or stopping its ill effect on others - what advantage could 
any argue to instead of treating the problem with a deep analysis to instead banish it from any 
human eye as a cursed plant forbidden to be seen? 


But I stray too far from economy with these, being led by the normalism of laissez-faire which 
pure guesswork upon the notion of ‘right to property’ does not differ in nothing from the 
unscientific meaningless of Platonic governments treated on the preceding chapter. 


The usage of gold in jewellery and in medical electronics are of values infinitely different to 
society; and it is not possible nor sane to treat the usage of such finite resource on the same 
manner and that they ‘compete freely’ for it when the costs to society are whole different - nor is 
there any benefit from allowing it to occur in absolute disorder without any plan on the non- 
directional market, only selecting itself in circles with no purpose, and even worse that they use 
the public goods with impunity without really paying for what they use. 


The sacred deified right to private property is not the right to be a injurious disease to society 
causing damage to the State with impunity at his discretion; much the contrary ‘right’ to property 
means also that he has duties to render to the government who keeps those rights - and those 
who fail on their duties have no right to reclaim. 


Every law is made for the good of the State and not the contrary of the State being submissive to 
laws as if they were a sacred inviolable code instead of Just some arbitrary foolishness that a 
random group of men who did not even knew each other thought of their own imagination and 
prejudices to be beautiful codes of conduct; and if such law ceases fulfilling its purpose and 


“’ Not a smaller evil is that of ‘Tiktok’ or any such networks; the consternation caused by the restriction of 
personal freedom due to banning it is indeed a factor to consider, but many times over ten thousand times 
greater is the harm incurred to the entire State by allowing such a plague to the production and efficiency of 
society to run free - silly videos with the outliers who harm themselves physically due to acephalous trends are 
an inconsiderable and meaningless evil when factored in the grand picture of what we have to consider when 
taking the decisions of what, and how, to prohibit and allow certain behaviours. 

And of course, in the special case of this specific program, it is just laughable the absolute incompetence of 
the government that allows that spyware to spread in broad day light all over their country; a harm and dangers 
so much greater than the aforementioned ban in selling microchips and weapons to a competing State. 
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instead it is harmful to the State it has to be promptly discarded - so that it is beyond absurd for 
them to spend their resources defending what is a general loss to society which only responsibility 
of the State is to instead nurture it. 


I do talk of the extreme case of revoke the property of others, as it was necessary to truly end with 
the slavery of the colonized South America, but rather than ‘special circumstances’ and 
‘exceptions’ it is done upon the most basic economy principle which defines and gives sense to all 
the rest. 


Let us take the most basic tax that people pay on all property and piece of land, since everything 
truly belongs to the State and it is merely lent to such private ‘owner’, and ask ourselves what 
mental incoherent can lead one to charge the same tax from one who uses his property to 
produce and contribute to the economy as to what has to be charged of one who uses his right of 
property to keep it inactive, because he wants a too expensive rent or any other reason, or even as 
a hindrance to society; how beyond all logic and reasonability is it when one citizen refuses to 
leave his house or land when it is necessary to building of a road or any other facilities of the 
government there - so that we have those infuriating examples of a road forking around such 
houses who refused even large sums of money. 


The land truly belongs to the State and is lent to him by the government who also defends his 
right over it with all its power; how can be supposed that the State is meant to protect those rights 
of being a disease to society and spend its resources defending something that is detrimental to 
itself? Rather than offering large sums of money it is shameful’ for the State to not promptly 
declare the public execution at such attempt against the well-being of the common wealth; he 
would have to bear the cost of all the damage he is causing to Society in all that extra work around, 
the longer and more dangerous path taken by everyone who uses that road and so on with 
astronomical taxes for the rent of that plot of land - and all ‘right’ as the protection granted him 
are null at the same instant he refuses his duties of being a benefit, not a weight and deficit, to the 
State. 


Simply it is the price of the public good which he decides to consume and the externality of his 
actions which he owns to society. 


Different persons upon renting some equal land with a private person they expect to pay the same 
price; which is based on the size, location and any natural advantage as its soil or a river - where 
they think it strange if the owner ask ‘what are you going to do on my land?’ when the ludicrously 
ridiculous is the contrary of not asking. 


"’’ This sounds rather moralistic, but the repetition is killing me; by seeing the entire argument there can be no 
doubt that what I am saying is not some guesswork and norm, but truly that a ‘shameful action’ or that it ‘has 
to’ means that it will result in undesired results rather than the improvement of the State and condition of life. 
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Who rents can use the land in agriculture and improve even further the soil or then destroy the 
biota with chemicals; or he can directly make a refinery of metals or cleaning products just as 
using it as a dumping ground for those - all following uses which would cause extensive damage 
upon the soil and make the property worthless to almost all other usage. Or renting some 
building when we consider the different of the one who reforms it and the one who in neglect or 
intentionally destroys it. 


Or were not thus exempt of part of the rent if they wanted to raise poultry?” For such great 
fertilizers would improve the quality of the soil; while it just follows that who plants chestnuts, 
which infertilize all around, or every other harmful practice of monocultural plantation or cattle 
Just as its begotten destruction and pollution have to entirely pay for such caused damage - the 
usage is the factor that determinates the price of rent, and even if one rents and does nothing with 
a good plot of land which could be producing and serving the market he is already causing 
damage to be repaid to society. 


And that, more than obviously, makes a great different for the owner of the property; indeed the 
usage of such is not-rarely what should be the most important factor on the price of renting - and 
the true owner of all is the State. 


There is no what so ever sense in it being some aside tax or for the owner to have to go in suing 
such person because of damage to the property after the deed being done, but that just as one 
cannot open an uranium refinery or other radioactive products without the whole regularization 
of dealing with all cost to mitigate the damage to the environment to zero they have also to 
regularize all usage and service so that they do not come to steal from the public or private goods 
and so that they can be selected to what is most advantageous to the public interest. 


On the same way there is a rent, and housing, crisis going on for many years now; even on small 
towns a big company can just buy land in mass and set their own artificial prices on their 
monopoly - or not sell it at all, but force all to rent at them if they want to stay in town, which is 
what the collective mass of landlords are doing too. 


Those are very good strategies in a free market; what is ridiculous is the government who not only 
allows it, but protect their rights against the well-being of the rest of society. 


So too for the abusive ‘capitalistic’ entrepreneur of the eighteen and nineteen century with the 
gigantic factories; as said Heinrich was completely wrong and drowning in his own stupidity when 


“Ego arbitror praestare ex aviariis turdorum ac merularum, quod non solum ad agrum utile, sed etiam ad 
cibum ita bubus ac subus, ut fiant pingues. Itaque qui aviaria conducunt, si cavet dominus stercus ut in fundo 
maneat, minoris conducunt, quam ii quibus id accedit.” 

- Rerum Rusticarum de Agri Cultura, About the Things of Cultivating the Field, Il: XXX VII. 
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he came up with conspiracies theories of the ‘bourgeoisie’ in order to so enslave the ‘working 
class’ forever as it was merely the extreme over supply of labour that took the price of that good 
down to meet the short demand - yet it was indeed the lack of a sound government that caused 
for the hellish iron mills to led at such height of suffering and that was not only by defending the 
abuse and failing to provide alternatives itself, but by passing worse than worthless regulations as 
minimum wages, safety standards and prohibiting child labour which have simply forced people 
who truly needed a job to survive to seek out illegal and even worse conditions. 


Many of those were won by the workers themselves protesting, but on their stupidity they only 
worsened their own situation; those requirements and standards were also used by the British as a 
competition tool in order to keep the Indian economy behind its own - and the minimum wage 
might be the worst of all as it is still in vigour. 


On an economy course you will see that a minimum wage can sometimes create an optimal 
production better than the natural convergence of supply and demand of a free market”, but that 
deceitful information is often presented just like that without explicitly saying how that changes 
non-stop and needs to be adjusted both up and down just as it is hand-craft specially for that single 
product and thing in question; a general minimum wage for the entire economy being an absolute 
plague both to production as to small companies and people who need any unskilled job to 
survive” - it causes not only the waste of much of the power of the State in being so inefficient in 
its production, but rather than mitigate suffering it exacerbates it greatly exactly to that poorer and 
most needed demographic of society. And so too pretty sounding holier-than-thou projects akin 
to the trend of ‘ethically sourced coffee’ are a nightmare to many poorer countries; it is not 
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That is, the owner of some business can find twelve people to work for him by offering wages of seven 
hundred money units; each worker he hires produces the equivalent of one thousand money units during that 
time, will he then hire five more workers with wages of eight hundred? He makes one thousand per worker so 
that seems like a no-brainer, however in order to do that he would have to raise the wages of all his workers to 
that new standard; increasing the wage of those twenty workers by one hundred would already cost two 
thousand, plus the five new wages of eight hundred, so that he would be losing from his profit by hiring more, 
even thought he still could do so! Thus if we have a minimum wage of nine hundred it would not matter to 
him to hire one more person; he would hire the most he can since they are going at that fixed proportion 
rather than balancing the price of labour for what is most profitable to him - thus we would increase 
production by taking from his profit, which is of course the goal and not to ‘distribute the money’ merely for 
the sake of cutting his profit. 

™ On the above example we have the simple point that if that minimum wage was not at nine hundred, but at 
one thousand or more, it would simply be impossible for that company to hire anyone since that would not 
bring any profit; while if that wage was too low he would rather increase the wage at his own discretion in 
order to find that best maximized profit point - and as the peaks and troughs of the economy, and of that very 
sector of business changing by seasons, roll on that value of the minimum wage has to be adjusted up and 
down to match that desired maximization of profit. 

So how detrimental to put those minimum wages mindlessly and equal to every sector; ignoring all benefit that 
could be gotten from it maximizing production, but rather bankrupting some while forcing most 
microenterprises into illegality, as it is the case everywhere here in the small town I live in, since they simply 
cannot afford to comply to the law if they want to keep their business open, or if unskilled and other workers 
with special daily journeys want to be hired - as on Everybody Hates Chris HI: 8 where he demands 
minimum wage to then learns that, even if one can be legal without going bankrupt, complying to the stupid 
regulamentations of an unintelligent government is worse both to himself as to his employer. 
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possible to force European ideas of minimum age and living standard in those places so that 
rather than magically converting all those workers from ‘enslaved labour’ to their idea of ‘proper 
conditions’ they simply bankrupt the owner of the plantation on that region and force those 
unskilled people to much worse conditions in mining ores or whatever else they can find to keep 
themselves alive while their former jobs is meaninglessly moved up to more skilled people. 


Requirements are necessary for jobs, but by having requirements for a surgeon we stop people 
from becoming surgeons and end up with less surgeons than we would have; and so more people 
die by not having access to surgery in time - what happens then if we remove those requirements 
of proving those skills? We have more surgeons in business and the price of treatment even 
declines; but then the number of people who die by having a poorly performed surgery shoots 
through the roof and we are found in a much worse situation than before - thus it is beneficial for 
the State to have that barrier for entry and rather than any ‘quotas’ favouring people of different 
ethnicity or any other arbitrary stupidity to have them judged strictly on ability, otherwise the 
supposed good of that individual will be a harm to the rest of society. 


What skills are then needed to pick up some colourful red berries against the high-contrast green 
background? The requirements in this case, as in the mindless general minimum wage, simply 
prevents the most unskilled, those who need it most, from actually finding a job since at the price 
of that requirement the entrepreneur will have to prefer some more skilled one who is then 
wasting his skills in such job instead of contributing more to society; it is a storm of deficits whose 
benefit is simply imaginary to the mass of people who feel like saints forcing their standards upon 
others without even caring to see the result of their actions - that is, like the Platonic government 
in last chapter they are laws produced purely by their imagination rather than any knowledge or 
science in attaining some real goal. 


Adam calls of fool and presumptions those who dare to think themselves more able and sufficient 
than chance and accident, however directly after he becomes that insidious crafty animal vulgarly 
called statesmen or politic for he lists then cases where the freedom of the market is indeed better 
for society in case it is restricted; the aforementioned random ‘exceptions’ that he found pleasing 
to add without properly eliciting the principle behind the validity of all such cases - taking on the 
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guise of the apology of Socrates or the teachings of Qiu™ he repeats that ‘Dias takes away half ot 


MOP: TRA ESTAR, (Tk? ATH? | A: ASERM™, Lt BEAe | SeoeH 
WM AR, CHOLMILA, CAEN A, HEHE, WE Zhe. |” 
ao: HEH, Lunyu: Yong Ye, XXX. 


“FA: [BPR BRABACZIR “bARAE 1” 
- imine: BAVe, Lunyu: Yan Yuan, XXI. 


Where, like always, Qiu says in all his shallowness with no elaboration or application, but which Socrates 
beautifully goes on in his judgement of how he cannot be intentionally making the citizens bad since by having 
bad company he would only hurt himself seeking his own harm. 


128 


9193, 


eh excellence of those forced into servitude’™ in criticizing how inefficient slavery is and even 
worse on the morel cruel ones as the Iberians so that the destructive colonialism is directly 
opposed to the prosperity they seek which would be achieved by cultivating rich allies and 
partners, yet so lost he wanders curbing the professed freedom all around when slavery is optimal 
to that master and it is the predatory behaviour that inevitably appear time after time if allowed 
the savagery of free nature to run its course rather than the proper remedy to this evil which is to 
engineer the environment to instead select what is good for the State. 


‘Let-it-be’!? To trust to chance something so grandiose and so noble is very outrageous!" 


Plutus will remain blind and far from us will always be his cornucopia if the Sciences, our sacred 
Panakeia, do not grant him sight’”. 


For a picture of what the anarchy of a truly free market let us take a look at the only philosophy 
who truly advocates for it explicitly; where it is taught that we have to abandon all knowledge since 
by looking only at ourselves is that we will find the true Path - with never leaving our house, 
looking into the detail of things or distracting our minds thinking about them we will acquire the 
perfect understanding of them by being inert and allowing for everything to happen naturally 
without interfering with the perfect natural Path’. 


Thus following that belief they teach about a perfect former state of humankind where there were 
no tools or tricks in work since those things are unnatural artificialities produced by men; nor any 
medicine or trying to avoid death since that too is natural nor to use ships, carriages or weapons, 
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ov«ét' érert’ €0éovow évaiouta épyaCeoOar- 
futov yap T apEtiic aoaivutat edpvora Zev< 
avépos, edt! Gv tw Kate SovALOV Tap Eno.” 
- Odvooe1a, Odyssey, XVII: 321-323. 
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TO 5€ HEYLOTOV Kai KGAALOTOV EmiTpsyat THY Atav TANLWEAES Gv Ein.” 
- HOtKé Ntkopayeta, Nikomachean Ethics, I. 
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The wonderful imagery of the god of wealth being blind; since both just and unjust men get rich 
indiscriminately instead of a due reward and blessing from the gods - on which beautiful play of Aristophanes 
it is Panakeia, ‘the cure to all diseases’ and which it is truly our Sciences, who heals his sight, as only this 
Science I now present in engineering the social environment will provide that prescient selection for that 
which will attain our aims rather than the savage blindness and savagery of blind natural selection advocated by 
the free market. 


MCR AIR FP ; APA LI, He, >, EDA TIM, BETA, KAT. 
Ait, ANAT, TAZA, UBIMES, MAMA, A PRS, REA, He 
DARKE. ” 

- 87, Dao De Jing, XLVU-XLVIII. 
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but to cease the invention of writing to instead record things using strings - doing that, depriving 
themselves of all art and invention, they will be free from all inequality that those craft create 
which lead to thieves, lying politicians, return to their former blissful state where every food will 
taste sweet, every clothe pretty, every house good and nothing more than their very simplicity will 
provide them infinite pleasure and entertaining”. 


People under governments have suffered from famines and poverty thus it is argued that laws 
clearly have to be the source of all such crises and suffering; ergo without any law everything will 
be perfect since then everything will be natural and ‘nature is perfect’ - that is their black-and- 
white world and the depth of their thoughts. 


Even more is promised then; since nature is thus perfect those who follow that Path with no skill 
or knowledge simply looking inside them will be one with nature being also perfect as the best 
farmers possible since nothing they perform will fail to produce nor will anything they do ever go 
wrong and so there will be vigour in everything they attempt and their families will accumulate 
riches in abundance to all sides - even when they come and go anywhere they will not need to 
fear buffalos, tigers or any enemy as their horns, claws or weapons will not be able to do harm to 
his body and death will never touch them as long as they are one with the Path™. 


we WRI, PA THAZ ATA ; PERSE ARE, HEATH, EATIEZ, HEA AAI, EAT BR 
2, (ERG ALIMAZ, HR, SIR, BEE, SE. AS, BEA ZR, PRB SESE, 
ARKATERR 
pA PCI: AES Ra, MRM ; RSF es, 
ISA, MAR: MEA, MRA ; Beer, 
; ia ; PRA, MESA BE, 
FZHL, DR ERBEZS, EDL Rozie, Ub ZAS, AD. RHE, DORA 
iz DAA, RIGA, 
DAL, SARIS. Nea, BABE. KAR, BO ? REL A EZ, KZ, 
ARSE, RST BR, ARE AK, MAT MER, RNSUKIR, BRMMARAL ” 
- 14748, Dao De Jing, LXXX, LVI, LXXV, LXXIIL. 
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It is hard to not interpolate here in the obvious result where they will be eviscerate by all such 
dangers while they do nothing watching their families in the worst of miseries, but let us just go on. 


The great example to imitate is to be like Lie who on his absolute simplicity behaved as if his 
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body was just a lump of dirt”; since if one has no knowledge of what is harmful or not he will life 


perfectly following the Path devoid of any thoughts” - since ‘knowledge 1s infinite and human life 
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finite, thus it is vain to seek to increase in knowledge’™ so that by following the Path he will 
instead ignore this earthily reality to as an spiritual being not need any knowledge of what 1s 
poisonous or an agent or disease nor what is useful for plants or any craft as even the heat of 


boiling lakes nor the cold of being frozen in a lake will affect him. 


The best way to govern, thus, is to do nothing since ‘he who does nothing is the master of all 
wisdom as he fulfils what Heavens ordains by not interfering with anything, being a mirror which 
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nothing conduces or anticipates and so he has success in all things and harms no one’; and so 
the saint or wise does no commerce nor learn any craft or art since the wise makes no Ape but 
simply depends on Heaven so that knowledge is worthless to him as the Heaven provides all he 
needs whereas thusly all tools and materials are meaningless since such instincts will only make 


him act and all action is contrary to the perfect inert nature of the Path™ - and that is undoubtedly 
true since ‘the wise does not occupies himself with the world; he does not seek what is profitable 


nor tries to avoid what is harmful so that he has no pleasure in gaining nor suffers by losing. He 
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- HE: MEAT E, Zhuangzi: Ying Di Wang, V. 
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WORM ARE, PRIBAKIL, Jelibera TA BERE. pen FEA, BHAA, WWE VUE ZL, SEAEFE 
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- FES: Fei, Zhuangzi: Qi Wu Lin, XI. 


oH AYE, THEME, DAYERSOIE, 362: BmSme, WMER, SHIRA, SEE 
VF, RRL AE, PIDER EY, ALE, APL wa, TIDE, > 


- ET: BASE, Picea Yangsheng Zhu, I, which so sickening claim is the perfect opposite to the noble 


dedication to sciences where ‘life is brief, but art macrous’ in dedicating oneself to leave a better world; as 
Hippocrates in the beginning of Agoptopoi, Aphorisms, and which his wonderful wisdom can be found 
properly praised on my On the Origin of Subatomic Species. 
“edt aA, Hee UN, HEAR, Meese, HEMET, TM WEMEK, RRELTSEK, MRA, 
ING TME, BACZ DBE, AAR, RTS ek, RETA.” 
- HE: MEAP, Zhuangzi: Ying Di Wang, VI. 


SHEARER, ARIA? 7SHHT, RRIF, RATER? Nh, EP? Wl, Ket, Ra, KR 
feth, ” 
- HE: EICHF, Zhuangzi: De Chongfu, V. 
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talks without talking and as he talks he does not talk. He is happy with dirt and dust. How is it 
known that the love to live is not an illusion? And the fear of death the ignorance of a youth who 
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does not know the right path! 


That is the government of the perfect age that the introduction of virtue and arts have destroyed; 
the time when people just followed their nature and both wove their clothes as tilled their ground 
for food as their common occupation - not separating into classes, but just following their natural 
tendencies. They would walk slowly with no hurry and look only ahead with no anxiety of their 
surroundings; there were no roads nor any tunnel, no boats to cross lakes nor dams to block their 
natural path, all creatures lived with each other with their nests all near - all birds and beasts 
spread abundantly as endless flocks and herds while the grass and trees were all lush and large. 
We could lead any bird or beast without any apprehension or difficulty nor would birds flee as we 
peered into their nest; all men lived in common with all animals and so all creatures were equal as 
one single family - there was no distinction between virtuous and base men. The equality of all 
having no knowledge so that they never went against their natural inclinations; free of all desired 
in the state of Primordial Simplicity - only on this state people are what they are meant to be. 


It was the arrival of virtuous men preaching about benevolence and righteousness that universally 
perplexed the mind of the people; their show of music and the ritual of their ceremonies started 
to separate man and destroy their equality - the raw materials of nature do not form vases unless 
violence is done cutting them and only broken jades fit their cups so that men lost the true Path 
by following the teachings of benevolence and righteousness. The abandonment of the natural 
instincts was what led to such ceremonies, new colours and art apart the five colours, new chords 


Ea Mee a KF, BOAMEIME, 7RHREI, SESE, EDR, BiMGH, FE 
maa, Aad cad, MeeCRE ZI, RU AMIRZS, MRAM. BUABE ? | 
RATA: Dn ZAR, TM i eZ ! op Rt, LONE c LGR MOR HS 
KR VRERRRSZ, KBE, BOBAA, BH, AAA, BR, LOAM, WA 
tei, BEE, Bae ti —pcit, Hones, EAE FAL EZ IER | PERE 
Be IES MTT AR MHA 1 REZ, SEA, BAe 2th, wakes ; RES EP, 
RERIEA, RMR, meter, PRM BZ AEE |” 

- HET: FR, Zhuangzi: Qi Wu Lin, XI, and read on as it goes on with this most intellectual disgusting of 
all human ideas, but what I have paraphrased of this is enough to show how it is hammered in the idea of 
ignoring all feeling and real harm of self-inflicted mutilation by brainwashing the listener that the pain is not 
real; and that at the point he becomes insensible to everything he will attain the perfect world with only 
happiness. The western reader might find it all very strange and meaningless as some curiosity, but this disease 
is almost as large as the western disease of christianity; with over a billion followers today and for two 
millennia have been so cursing that poor region to this depth of self-inflicted misery. 
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and instruments apart from the five notes; just as the skilled craftsmen injured the materials of 
nature to fit their forms the virtuous men have injured the true nature for their virtue."” 


Thus if we are having much difficulty and doing very little progress in digging a channel we must 
beware if someone comes and teach us how to use the wood as a lever to be able to lift heavy 
things with the application of little strength; since we know that where there are such tricks there 
are thoughts behind then and the kind of people who have those hidden thoughts in their hearts 
come to lose their Primordial Simplicity so that their spirit gets agitated losing the Path so that that 


invention is shameful.'” 


SOE BGEIRK PMA, RAPE, WRTK, PNR, CARI; -M-AM, fA 
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REL, BUBAE | RRR Aas, LIE ZSRth ; BONA se, HE Acz mth ” 
- HEY: EGR, Zhuangzi: Mati, I], where most clearly is described that fantasy world of the age of Primordial 
Simplicity; and which absolute misery if we were to revert to that mental state of insapience devoid of all arts 
being below of the quadrumata does not require explanation here. 
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“BORSA: EAE BET, GR DORS, EDGR, WMA ZEA, SME 
2th, ARAHEPRAL, HE TIBIREA, BAHIA RO, Berle POLE IM 
- B77 ARE: S81], Huang Di Nei Jing: Suwen, XIE: 1 or £%47!4e aim, where the infinitely more respectable 
classic of ‘medicine’ so describes that same fantastic past; on the twelve chapter, or #475 77 H.iii, it describes 
how the mechanisms of yin and yang behave in different heights, winds, seasons and temperatures leading to 
different diseases and thus the five different methods of medicine were create to properly treat each of those 
sources, but then there on the thirtieth it goes on how back on that time of Primordial Simplicity they lived 
among animal following the proper behaviours of the seasons so that no evil qi could disturb their peaceful 
interior making thus drugs improper for their insides and surgery improper for their outsides since by merely 
regulating their qi they would treat any illness before it caused any harm. 
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- HE: AHH, Zhuangzi: Tiandi, XI, where this situation is described with an old man working on a field 
digging the channel; and at the end after his discourse of how such ‘tricks’ of knowledge are shameful the 
other guy goes away in shame with his head down being unable to even give an answer to the untouchable 

Justice of the old man. 
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Rather it is because of such tricks that there are bad things in the world and if all wise man are 
killed there will no longer be any thieves or evil in the world; since it was the wise who invented 
measuring weights and contracts, but it is not through those things that man use forgery to lie and 


to steal? 


If such things are destroyed men will return to Primordial Simplicity with no longer any means to 
lie or steal; by teaching benevolence the wise also make people see what is evil - and if 
benevolence just cease to exist then they will follow their natural instinct and evil will no longer 


exist either. 


If iron had never been discovered and the knowledge of smithing never been invented then no 
one would make swords and thus there would be no war or killing; with no sciences of knowledge 
and with no laws there would be perfect order and peace - with no thoughts or planning we 
would have the perfect organization we had before in the age of Primordial Simplicity.” 

The superior man thus keeps his five organs inactive; he does not use his sight nor his hearing so 
that being still he seems to be dead - but it is like so that his presence of a dragon is seen and 
while in silence he resounds like thunder and his movements are alike that of spirits with all 
heavenly things following him. Thus with no preoccupations to his mind and doing nothing his 
influence attracts and brings to him all things so that nothing needs to be done to properly govern 
the world.™ 


For our bodies to last forever we need to follow the Path; and the Path is dark and hidden in 
silence so that one must be sightless, deaf and devoid of all feelings since with the guidance of the 
spirit the body will be corrected - so that with the eyes seeing nothing and the ears hearing 
nothing the hear will not know anything and thus the spirit will maintain and fill the body making 
it live for a long time as one distances himself from everything external.” 
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To solve any problem we need only to transform ourselves; if we ignore our body and throw away 
the power of hearing and the power of sight forgetting all things we will then free our spirit - and 
devoid of a living soul we will be like the primordial chaos’ - if we are devoid of all knowledge 
and sensations to perform things without thinking then the instinct of nature will guide us through 
the Path achieving perfect art'". 


By doing so he will be one with the Path and pass through the fire without being burnt and pass 
through the water without being wetted; he will be free from all pain and attain eternal youth and 


BoE, EKA, LIAS, BAA 
- HES: (EA, Zhuangzi: Zai You, IL. 
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- B77 AK: S81, Huang Di Nei Jing: Suwen, V: 9 or FEA ER Ai, which most of the text is slightly less 
insane than the Dao about living a simple life without wine or such ‘modern practices’ as it indicates them as 
the cause for the ‘shorter lifespans today’ so that it goes on about what should be eaten and the Chinese 
‘medicine’ about using random things for their spiritual properties to regenerate and heal the body just as 
some more concrete system about how certain behaviours in each season lead to different diseases and 
problems due to the nature of the wind, the hotness, the cold, the taste and so on; and then sprinkled here 
and there with madness it descends into passages like these where it so upholds that there are sages who 
follow the principle of no-action with a mind of pure emptiness which allows them to be tranquil and have no 
limit to their lifespan while ‘medicine and good habits can only extend it’ as their qi is not pure like those 
sages or the people of Primordial Simplicity. 
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- HET: 2844 =, Zhuangzi: Yangsheng Zhu, I, where there is this story about a cook perfectly cutting an ox 

on the exact places of joins and organs by letting his mind wander insensibly to be guided by the Path. 


life'* - and by living inert of everything and never disagreeing from anything he will be loved by 
his wife ten times more than what she would want any man even if he is ugly enough to frighten 
the entire world while all men will be attracted to him who follows the Path giving him all power 


13. 


and government over them while they fear simply that he will not accept it. 


Or is not the mountain harmed by the trees on it?" Is not with the very arts of fire that the 
ministers use that they are burnt? Are not the edible plants those that get plucked? Are not the 
useful woods those that get cut? Is it now because of the beauty of the tiger and of the leopard that 
they are hunted? Is it not by the skill of the dog and the monkey that they are captured? All 
known the advantages of being useful, but they are blind to the advantages of being useless; and 
by not acting or distinguishing himself he will find the true Path of peace and felicity.” 
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“mG ELA ? HZ A, ARSE, AiR, ice, Fi, itm Sie, Ea AR ti 
SER, Aa Mi, AKER, AUCH RIB a, ZR A, Bene, Bea, & 
RH, FBR FAZER, MOCZEIME, Jar, Finan, Ht SOE, HRB 
Be” 
- FE: AAA, Zhuangzi: Da Zongshi, I. 
8 60S CRT BMA ere, ARE, CRE, MAR, Wi Ablz, ahd 
REA TRAAZ, BARB] 4, +e, REAM, HANMER, MAA 
ALLATEE AGZ IE, PEPER AZAR, MUREBZIR PF, PIMA, AAR HE Sk, AL EME AF BT, 
FEA EE tH, FEAT, RDEEZ RKP, BEAR, BBO MAAR oe pe 
th; APE, MMA, BIS, SOS. PAPA, ILM, SE AIF, 
a, FEA (nth, ALATA, SAMA, eS, MM Aart? |” 
- HET: (2967, Zhuangzi: De Chongfu, IV, ‘and his wife will love him ten times more than any other man’, I 
am not making this stuff up; that is really what the most classical texts say! But is that not still much less cringe 
than the eighty thousand servants and seventy two ‘virgins’, houri, promised in the Islamic hadiths? 
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“That is such a height of stupidity; when trees so greatly protect against the forces of erosion that reduce the 
mountain, but let us forge on. 


CURA th, AKA RH, Held, bee ; BA, eZ, AZ, ide 

FA ty, 
TELA: TASC, PERRYS, eH, See APR WT, BICEP P| 
A: (SRA, SARE, BIB bbb. AACR, BH, BBE . 

wee, WHEL? | GRAB: URE Zie, | BHR: TRE zia, WK PA 

C, (KREBS, ARBA, HMAS, WH, MMR A aH. | 

- FE: ATA, Zhuangzi: Renjianshi, IX and jE: KB 77 E, Zhuangzi: Ying Di Wang, IV. 


Of which we have a curious example in ‘43 8) ae palill 4s’, The Merchant And The Ifrit, where it says that 
‘only the fruitful trees are stoned; and the depths of water are only disturbed because they produce pearls’; 
and if you refer back to the critic of Aristotle early to ostracism, ‘cutting away the best ears of corn’, you can 

see again the absolute harm of such practice used as a tool of tyrants for control - how much more insane to 

do it to ourselves in the believe of ‘the perfection of nature’! 
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That is the Way of the grand all-permeating Dao; even the smallest of things are produced 
through it by obeying it, but it does not brag about accomplishing its work, and although it covers 
everything it does not brags about being a lord over them - even the greatest of things return to it, 
but it does not make itself known as their doing so."” 


The Dao follows its course doing nothing, but there is nothing left undone by it; if governments 
were to obey it they would be transformed by it, but even if that becomes an object of desire it will 
only lead to Nameless Simplicity - Nameless Simplicity has no purpose or desire and with no 
desire it rests still letting all things under the Heavens follow their will.'” 


Such is the horror of Dao, the ‘Path’, and it is a disease which has reduced a large part of 
humankind to a station of greater suffering, and uselessness, than any other time in human history 
- it is some baseless belief with imaginary aims, as the Platonic one, but we can call it distinct 
since those Platonic are simply stagnant of all progress while this one is a more violent illness 
which aims at reducing humankind to true vegetative insapience. 


Laissez faire, and the idea of some unknowable invisible hand, is just a lighter shade of this Daoist 
disease'”. 


The arts of science are the only improvement we have achieved; and through the foresight of 
knowledge in Economy we have to shape the environment to direct it to produce any beneficial 
result - there is no self-organizing perfect Path that will devoid of all thought and reason produce 
that improvement that we want. 


To heal the pain of going through that let us look at wonderful Hippocrates again and see why we 
went through such baseless stupidity of religion at all; that to try to cure any disease the best first 


WOOLS, AA, BMReZmen hee, Daten, REAM AE, MRK, WAH 
) ; BS, MARAE, WAAK DKA AK, tenet, ” 
- JH, Dao De Jing, XXXIV. 


were ME MEA, (REGIE, BORE. {EMAKVE, GiREZ MR ZR, MR IZ, 
RINK, RAK, KPI BE. ”. 
- 1H, Dao De Jing, XXXIV. 


“’ Moder Daoism is polluted with Buddhist nonsense, but of this later and Hinduism there is no point in 
talking; they teach that silent endurance of suffering as something praiseworth condemning people to eternal 
misery instead of taking action to avert that to himself and to his children preventing them to even leave a 
better world than what they found - and the usual bunch of insane rituals and random practices for imaginary 
aims under the threat of being reborn as something that suffers even more and the promises of finally dying 
forever leaving the reincarnation whell of the Samsara. 

As it is the chracterisc of all such unreal norms or doctrines, from the loose guesswork of moralism or the 
structured fantasies of religion, to merely perpetuate misery. 
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step 1s to product the prognosis inferring the past in what are the causes of such, analysing the 
present of how such acts and then predict the future in what such will do - and from that we elicit 
the cure that will bring a better future, alleviate the present and the prevention so that such 


harmful past is not repeated again."” 


So not only is the undirected selection of laissez faire useless even if it did optimize the 
momentary production it would be just as momentary in its benefits; rather our intellect unveils 
that quasi-invisible hand so that we can shape the environment to select for the desired outcome - 
which is the progress and improvement of humankind, by the literal advancement of our sciences, 
rather than any immediate and stagnant ‘optimal production’. 


I wish I could praise Fa, ‘Legalism’, but their measures were not only shockingly brutal in their 
intolerance, but they were absolutely atrocious in the self-harm caused by that guesswork of 
prejudices; yet it still was a giant step for humankind to get rid of the traditional Chinese religion 
in order to try some germ of scientific freedom - which, if it had not been promptly destroyed, 
might have given rise to science of Economics in the east. 


Our modern science, ‘Capitalism’, is a very nice simplistic model, but has been stuck on its 
infancy since its incipience; upon which this worthless doctrines of the ‘free market’ preyed upon 
- and here on this treaty I have endeavoured to show how it is to grow in understanding the 
cumulative action of that cause and effect between supply and demand in filling up niches within 
the economy, so that the purpose of Economic Science is to regulate the economic landscape so 
that those optimal niches for the individual strategies converge with that which is beneficial to the 
State. 


Which benefit can be soldiers or food or any other thing when facing the threat of annihilation in 
war or famine, but those with the goal of stabilization upon which with survival assured it is only 
now the intellectual gains of progressing science that will improve the quality of life by increasing 
the Power of the State. 


The Platonic States with their moralist regulations shoot blinding missing their aim; while the Free 
Market wanders lost to the long-term benefit of no one - Economy, instead, is the art of using this 
our knowledge about capital to engineer that landscape so that it selects with purpose to produce 
a desired end goal. 


“Toy intpov SoKéel LOL Gpiotov Eivat Tpdvoiay éTTNdSEveEl TPOYLyVOoKOV YUP Kai TPOAgy@v Tapa TOIL 
VOOEOVOL Th TE TAPEOVTA Kai TH Tpoyeyovota Kai TH WEAAOVTA EoEOOM, OKOOU TE TaparEtovoL oi 
GobevéovtEc ExSmNyEvLEVOG, MOTEVOIT' Gv LEAAOV YLYVOOKEL TH TOV VOCEOVTOV TIPTYLATA, MOTE TOALOV 
emtpéTet tovs &vOparovus opEAC EMVTODS TH intpa. Tiyv dé Vepareinv &piota cv ToLéo1t0, TpoEdacs TH 
E0OLEVa EK TOV TAPEOVTOV TAOHLATOV. “ 

- Ilpoyv@otikdv, Prognostication, I. 
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The Social Environment 


I - Political Science 


There is no more loathsome misery amongst the evils that befall mankind than the torture of 
knowing that some undesirable fate is coming, but lacking the power to save oneself from it"; and 
although I love to use that line against the cult of ignorance opposing the progress of medicine by 
fearing genetic engineering and thus condemning us to meet the Destroyer of All Delight", it can 
be perfectly used in this broader sense of all economy and government - evils we can foresee, but 
that are most often brought about by the mismanagement of our systems or that when they are 
not directly caused by them that it cannot be escaped because of that same incompetence. 


After considering this proper and exact course of Economics I could go on repeating the entire 
argument with examples of how Legislation and all other aspects of government and society have 
been plagued by those same problems, but that would be rather meaningless and endlessly 
tiresome’; rather it suffices to say that such is the case and by pure moralistic guesswork have 
every law and measure been passed instead of any sound foundation - for example the entirety of 
this last philosophical craze, the Renaissance, have been about ideals of ‘human rights’ and 
‘freedom’ and ‘equality’, which are as impossible, and as harmful, to society as that ‘arithmetical 
equality’ in Economy treated just above. 
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éySiotn 5é OSbvy EoTi TOV Ev dvOParrotol abt, TOAAG Ppovéovta pNdevoc KpatéEtv” 
- Iotopiot, Histories, IX: 16. 


“ The term for Death often found at the end of tales in Arabian literature; rather than a ‘happily ever after’ 
they ‘lived on happily until they met the Destroyer of All Delight’. 
TEpi OV Ob OIdV TE S14 THC YPA Ofc TOV KATH LEPOs ATOSOdDVaL AGyov: KAOETEP yup Emi TOV SiapEpovtoV 
TUKTOV Kai Taig yevvaldtnot Kai Taic evetiatc, Stav Eig TOV UTEP AdTOD TOD OTEPAVOD OVYKATAOTAVTEG 
Katpov Stapayovtar TANyTVv ei TAnyt] TWEévtEc GdtaTAdOTHS, Adyov LEV i TPOvolay Eel TEP EKOTNS 
Emporis Kai TANyi\¢ OTE TOIc dyoviCoLEvoIc OTE ToIc DEMpEVOIC EOTI SUVATOV, EK 5E Tig KADOAOD TOV 
avdpav évepysias Kai Tig Exatépov Protipiag ~oT1 Kai Tic ETEtpias adTaV Kai Tijg SuVapLEwG, TPOG 5é Kai 
Ths evyvyiac, ikaviv Evwotav AuBeEiv, obtac 5é Kai Tepi TAV Viv Aeyopév@v OTPATHYOV. Tas Lév yap aitiac 
i] tods TpdTOVG,, 5U dv av' ExdotHy HLépav éro1odvto Kat GAAHAwV évéd5pac, dvtevéd5pac, éMOécEIG, 
TpooBodac, obt' Gv 6 ypdowv éEapiOpobpEvoc EViKo1TO, Tos T' KOVOVOLW GTEPAVTOS &pa 5' dvaQEdiis dv 
&K Tig KvayVOoEMS YivoltO ypEia: EK 4E Tig KABOATKTs GTOPdOEWS TEpi ADTAV Kai TOD TEAOUG TIS 
ourotinias WaAAOV tv Tic Eig Evvolav EABOL THV TIPOEIPHLEVOV.” 

- Iotopiot MoAvBiov, Histories from Polybius, I, where he beautifully puts an alike sentiment that none could 
write every word said and every movement made by the soldiers in a war nor could any reader endure such 
meaningless task of reading through those worthless details; so that I too set the generalization and princicple 
which can be then applied to any infinity of problems to find the due solution, rather than an endless list of 
applications. 
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And so we can follow on with every law; the product of how those in power felt that others should 
behave with no base or purposed besides that imaginary aim™ - with the wildest results wandering 
through meaningless path of endless suffering in stagnancy and regression, since consideration of 
goals and any logic of scientific exactness have never been part of the decision-making at all. 


Selection of the chance benefitial idea has rarely occurred, but even then it is both far from 
optimal and drowned amid the cursed moralism of purposeless norms. 


Thus here we shall take on from this last part and quickly see how those too are exact laws; 
concerning simply the engineering of the social environment in order to select for some optimal 
good. 


The reader might feel he has grasped that by the examples of the previous part and it might be 
true that the seeds of understanding have taken root, but overcoming all this culture so violently 
hammered into us as preconceived notions of morality is no easy task; so we will visit some very 
violent examples which still triggers so many people when they meaninglessly yell at each other 
about humanitarian compassion or justified harshness in criminal law - let us see how so perfectly 
wrong they are in achieving any good or goal with their, and our current, laws. 


First some to our modern epidemic as if there was any lack of mockery and criticism upon the 
accursed hell that is Democracy; and then after quickly dealing with the structure of government 
in general in how Legislation too 1s thoroughly flawed. 


Let us, for example, take normative phrase of ‘we should respect the elderly’, which is one of the 
most common dogma across cultures; and although at this point it can only remind us from the 
Platonic stupidity in his Politeia and the ‘normative’ nature of it already disgusts us in how 
meaning it is, let us analyse it since it is such a common line still today and often enforced in the 
education of children. 


Should we then disrespect young and adult people? Or is it comparative respecting only those 
older than ourselves? 


“That is, rather than asking ‘why are people racist?’, ‘why did some culture evolve to discriminate some 
sexual orientation?’ or ‘why veganism exist’ we do not waste time on all such particular cases in how exactly 
they formed that wrong notion to instead follow Plato in directly dealing with the source of the problem; this is 
the question ‘why do people form wrong opinions at all>’ - which is what I have endeavoured to show with all 
the criticism to normatism, and that the cure to all such is having a proper method of producing any answer 
from some common axioms from facts. 

That is the positivism of the Scientific Method; and which here I extend further with Logical Succession to 
what that Method implies when compounded - the accumulative result of causes and effects, the Selection of 
some certain effect from the causes of the Environment. 
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That sounds like the twisted and intentional misinterpretations that victimized partisan groups use 
in transforming the statement ‘T like this something’ into ‘I hate this something else’, but it is not 
so; since respect is being correlated positively with the criterion of age so that it is indeed saying 
that the less less old you are the less respect you get. 


But even Plato with his partiality to the elderly said that they should instead be humiliated and 
forbidden to recieve any respect or be obeyed if he happened to not be virtuous; for who will pay 
a respect to a child abuser just because he is old? Rather most will think that to be an even greater 
shame and crime for an old man at that stage of life to be doing such a thing. 


We have then that ‘we should respect the elderly iff they are virtuous’; which makes the age 
criterion superfluous and that rather we simply should respect the virtuous - there is no relation 
between the age of the individual and some magic inherent merit to respect. 


But as we have seen ‘merit’ is merely our made-up criteria to received something; and the 
normatism of ‘should’ is both meaningless as a statement and further only harmful to society - 
rather, then, we deal with the problem of ‘what effect will there be on society if we link the 
criterion of age to the respect received?”. 


Which then as we start any consideration on that question we see how stupid of a criterion it is; a 
reward to no good done to the State nor any achievement, but a purely imaginary value - and thus 
an encumberance of no gain to be taught or enforced, but a pure waste. 


That is how to properly analyse or make any meaningful statement in government; it is the art of 
building an environment that selects for ‘virtue’, and ‘virtue’ is whatever our ultimate goal is - by 
stablishing an understanding of the invariable reality before us we produce the framework upon 
which we can thus diferentiate what is benefitial to the State from the imaginary aims of moralism, 
and further the path to be followed in order to attain that aim. 


A given today 1s ‘the right of inheritance’ where, perhaps meaningless to explain, the offspring and 
wife or closest living kin of a man receives his goods at the event his death; Plato follows the 
ancient ways of full inheritance with exclusion of the daughters and favouritism to the oldest son, 
Heinrich quite opposite banishes inheritance entirely with each person building his own 
confortable life by his own work and modern States take a middle term with virtually full 
inheritance up to some arbitrary amount of wealth where some extra taxes come in. 


And who would have guessed; Heinrich is actually right! 


In the ideal State we have the environment that thus selects for the most qualified to yield the 
powers of Wealth and Authority; the best farmer controls the optimal portion of the arable lands 
as that most efficient usage of the resources will produce food at the lowest cost to all the 
inhabitants and to the State itself, just as the governor is that most skillful Stateman not as a 
partiality to the man himself but because that is the best for all - now, how ridiculos is it to us 
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today the ancient method of ‘primogeniture’ with the son of a monarch succeding him in 
government or of the farm owner and any other trade? 


All that benefit of the genial farmer and stateman would last but one generation if the criterion for 
the selection of the successor to that power was that meaningless biological, or legal, first son; and 
so too in all inheritance, that power of wealth and authority belong truly to the State and to 
maintain the good of all it has to be passed on to the next optimal choice of him most fit to 
perform that function - which is a critetion of, once again, skills alone with no ‘age’ or genetical 
likeness or legal will being any factor at all in that choice. 


In the enquiry into equality we have not gone over the other common complain that some are 
simply born rich owning land while receiving the production of the actual workers; on which point 
we have that Communist stupidity that they would thus remain so as a ‘burgueoise class’ that 
always enslave the ‘proletariat’ - but to which we simply repeat that point about being born on 
some ‘good fertile land’, where the worthless managers will just ruin themselves to a worse station 
rather than improving what was left for him. 


Which is, again, not reality the optimal management of the resources of the State; a problem of 
what that system of free competition selects for, and not the mindlessness of ‘Equality’ - rather, 
again, to maintain that twist belief of arithmetical equality, or ‘for geometrical equality to truly 
exist’, of ‘no one being born with any advantage over the other’ we would have to throw our 
children away in the wilderness to be destitude of everything so they can all ‘start from the same 
place in order for meritocracy to exist’. 


Which is, of course, both impossible to achieve any ‘equality’ even then as the weather there will 
be variable by the seasons and those put there during storm or rain will have very little chance of 
survival incomparison with those that happened to be born under fair weather or all the natural 
aptitudes and genetic diseases or benefits inherited; to which there it said ‘so that being impossible 
to force the inapt to succeed the only way would be to force all to fail’ and which here means that 
we cannot fix their legs and deficiencies so we would have to harm all those born healthy as the 
only thing that can be fone in order to make them equal and even them they would still be quite 
different genetically - to the conclusion then that if we were to perform all that for the sake of 
‘equality’, is that all not pure mindless beliefs that cause only evil with no relation to actual goods 
and benefits to society? 


Sum of the argument which I repeat in order to keep far away any thought that we have any view 
of that meaningless ‘equality’ when we stablish the non-inheritance system, or rather simply get rid 
of the inheritance system, but far from all such normalism we consider the reality of what will 
most benefit the entire State; thus even abolishing inheritance the sons of that rich man will grow 
in all that luxury and comfort of his father or grandfather, even in the Communist system, having 
the benefits of the best education and so on, and even not inherinting any of that physical wealth 
he will inevitably have all those conections of acquaintances and friends he made during his life - 
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of which they might support and raise some lazy person who has never worked in his life if they 
so wish just as some might wish to raise to old age some incapacitated person who from an 
accident or birth defect is inable to contribute to the State being just a weight and detriment. 


The interference with that system for the sake of the moralist norms that ‘all should work’ and so 
on is, of course, worse than useless, as we have seen the absolute detriment all such norms are; we 
extend our hand so far as we have a sound and exact plan that can truly increase the total Power 
of the State; and hindering the deservingly wealthy, or even the struggling poor, from raising their 
mentally disabled son or just their lazy hikikomori would rather cost resources Just to increasing 
the suffering of those who decided to shoulder that monetary detriment for the sake of those they 
love. 


Those are pretty much economic measures and might seem to belong to the previous section, but 
truly everything is; the division of the disciplines Phisics and Economics is entirely arbitrary, and 
so how much less distinct are those of politics, economy and legislation from each other - the 
classification existing merely by whim of our imagination in order to summarize and classify some 
related phenomena, but nothing truly futs in neatly in any single categorize, and far from each 
being unique and distinct they are all parts of a same whole within the study of human society as a 
small part of neurology within biology in our greater framework of chemistry. 


Botar 0 coisa da propaganda 1a das casas vs predios e de cac¢a contra os animais? E entao de 
veganismo; exemplos que fogem da convencional ideia de politica e religides, mas que 
identicamente sao simplesmente a mesma classe de ideias sobre comportamento por alguma 
razao e objetivo - qual imprestavel pseudo-philosofia qual militam é assim imprestaveis acdes para 


fins puramente imaginarios quais apenas atrapalham a conquista de reais bens a sociedade. 


“this scene was rather ridiculous and uses many extra beliefs in other pseudosciences that happen 
to be convenient to tgeir preconceived notions, but there is no cannon text of doctrines which 
they abide to and thus they are so commonly found together with those other worthless things as 
they are all fantastical ideas with vague notions and ambiguous aims with no relation to our reality. 


143 


Il - Td Kpatocg Tod Ajjpov 


Many of the greatest writers in humankind have exerted all the power of their ridicule upon 
Democracy; it was a joke to the rest of the world - even in Chinese ancient classics where it did 
not even exist but as a mere idea - throughout all of History even in the shadow of the Parthenon. 


And yet, this deranged trend has taken over the world in these last two centuries. 


Let us avoid the tautology of repeating what has been so many times said by others, and said 
well,” by both ilustrations and historical events to instead sketch what environment that system 


builds; and thus what it invariably selects for - what then explains all the examples of philosophy 


and history why it is truly so awful of a system. 


Let us hit off with the famous classic that is the amazing ship analogy of Plato; which name by now 
you might have some aversion to paying any attention to, but although so flawed in the end he is 
beautifully correct in many of his critics - most often he fails at providing a satisfactory answer, 
not in criticing evil. 


On his example there is a ship at sea with the sailors competing for the helm; the condition of 
which is merely to convince the blind and ignorant owner of the vessel to give them that power, so 
that each endeavours to please with favours and drugs in order to receive the desired authority 
over the boat - and the philosopher who studying the stars is the only one truly able to navigate is 
rather called an useless star-gazer who not pleasing the owner with favours and gifts or pleasant 
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predictions is thus ignored. 


" SAov ws obvdevi pév Gv 66Ea1 KaOr| KEW TeEpi TOV KAADS Kai TOAACIs sipNHéVOV TAVTOAOYEIY, fKLOTA. 5! 
Hiv.” 

- Iotopiat MoAvBtov, Histories from Polybius, I, where he has this line amid his gorgeous introduction to the 
history of the Roman conquest of Greece; and whence we would do well to follow his advice about looking 
into history to learn of politics and how the current world was thus shaped, in which study then you can have 
fun applying this method of mine of Logical Succession to see if, as I claim, it can truly describe all human 
affairs seeing both where they went wrong and what would be the proper course of action. 
 “Vénoov yap ToLovtoOVi yevoLEvov EiTE TOAAOV vEewv TEpt EitE LG: vavKANpOV pEyébet LEV Kai POL) 
bmép Tove év TH vyi Tavtac, DTOKM@OV 5é Kai OPOvtAa Woabtws Ppayd TI Kai YIYVOOKOVTE TEpi VAVTIKOV 
étepa toiadta, Tovds dé vabtac oTAOLéCOVTUS TIPO GAAAOUG TEpi Tic KUBEpvijoEwe, EKAOTOV OidLEVOV SEiv 
KvBepvav, pte pabdvta TéToTE Thy TéxvV pétE EYovto. GUTOSeiEa1 SiSdoKaAov savt0d yNdé ypovov év O 
éudvOavev, Tpdc 58 TOUTOIG PdoKOVTAS LNSé SiSaKTOV Eival, AAG Kai TOV Agyovta wc SSaKtdv Eto{LOVS 
KATATELVEL, ADTODS 5é ADTH GEi TH VAVKANPH TEpiceyboOaL Seopévous Kai TEVTA ToLOdVTAs STAs cv O~ioL 
TO TMSGALOV Eritpéyy, Eviote 5’ dv p11} TetOwow GAAG GAAoL LWAAAOV, TODS LEV GAAOUG 7] GTOKTEIvbvTUG F] 
EkBOAAOVTUG EK Tic VEdS, TOV 5é YEvvaiov VadKANPOV pLavdpayopa 7} HEOy 7 Tit GAA@ ovpTodioavtas Tis 
VEWSs PEW YPOHEVODVG TOIs Evodol, Kai Tivovtés TE Kai ELMYOULEVOUG TEV WG TO EiKOG TODS TOLODTOUG, 
Tipdc dé tobtoIc éTatvodvtas vavTIKOV HEV KaAOdVTUS Kai KUBEpvNTLKOV Kai EMOTE PLEVOV TA KATH VadV, OG 
av ovAAauBavew devo 7 STtMs &pEovow i TEiovtss 7 PiaCopEvor TOV VaDKANPOV, TOV d5é [1] TOLODTOV 
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There is much to unpack of it, but I will leave that critic of the people for later using Gorgias; for 
now let us analyse the direct results of those choices before seeing how they came to be because 
that described environment thus invariably selects for that tragedy. 


To a modern reader a ship does not sound like something dangerous at all as it was the deadly art 
of seafaring two millenia ago, besides all the hyper-specific critics to the old ideas of unteacheable 
skills and so on, so that we can better show the crucial urgency by using a plane; and by first 
having a proper introduction on which the reader admits the existance of the art itself before we 
then contrast its necessity, as on his Politician - what is exactly what I wrote in a sudden 
inspiration midway through my reading of the Politician. 


I start the dialogue saying ‘Do you call a governor a thing?’, which imitation of Platonic absurdity 
is just beautiful and which naturally sets the flow of the dialogue as the opposing character answers 


with the only possible reply of ‘What?’. 


‘You recognize that there are some you call doctors, do you not? And yet others you call 
architects. Or do you not use such names?’ 


‘T do.’ 

‘And is a doctor and an architect different?’ 
‘Certainly.’ 

‘Why?’ 

‘Because they do completely different things!’ 

‘A doctor heals and an architect designs buildings?’ 
‘By necessity.’ 


‘And do all people heal and design buildings, or only those that are qualified by that certain 
science and knowledge of medicine and architecture?’ 


‘Only those.’ 


wéyovtas as &ypNOToV, Tod 5é GANOwod KvPEpvi}tov TEpt Nd’ Exattovtsc, Sti GvayKy adTH TH EmpérEtav 
ToreioBat Eviavtod Kai OP@v Kai odpavod Kai GoTpOV Kai TvEvLATOV Kai ThVTOV TOV TH TEXVY 
TIPOONKOVTMY, Ei LEAAEL TO SvTL VEws EpYiKdc EoeoOa, STMs 5é KLPEpvijosL EdvTE TIvEs POvA@VTOL EtVTE 
Ln), mite TéyvyVv TovTOD pr|TtE LEAsTHV OidpEVOL SvvatOoV Eivat AaPEiv &pa Kai THY KLPEPYNTIKTV. TOLOUTOV 
81] TEpi TUG vas YIyVOLEVOV TOV Ws GANIGSs KvPEpvyTiKOV Ody Nyt Gv TH Svtt WETEMPOOKOTIOV TE Kai 
GSoAEOYNV Kai GYpHOTOV cELoL KaAEioBaL DITO THV Ev Taic OUT KATECKEVAOLEVAIG VAVOI TAWTIPOV;” 
- TloArtsia, Politeia, VI: 4880-4894. 
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‘Thus the name doctors and architects you call things, but if everyone had the same qualifications 
there would be no meaning in calling one or other a doctor or an architect; but there is because it 
separates those with the science from those without.’ 


‘Granted.’ 


‘Do you call, then, governors a thing? Or are all men equally apt to write laws and manage the 
affairs of the state?’ 


‘Some might better than others, ergo by necessity I have to call it a thing.’ 


‘For I indeed dare say I can do all those three, and many others, mostly excellently; better than 
you and many others. So I agree and I too call it a thing. Now let us dive in a most ridiculous 
event. Have you ever been on Europe?’ 


‘T have.’ 

‘You have, surely, come and gone by plane? For boats are less convenient in time.’ 
‘By plane, surely.’ 

‘And there was one you called the captain and pilot of the vessel?’ 

‘Obviously!’ 

‘And you trusted your life on his skill in the science of piloting?’ 


‘By necessi 


‘And would you trust it to one who did not have skill in piloting?’ 
‘By no means!’ 

‘But now imagine the captain fainted.’ 

‘Very well; he has and I imagine it, to our despair.’ 


‘And for such occasions there is a co-pilot who is thus trained in the same art and is himself a 
pilot so that he may inherit and serve as heir to the duties of his predecessor.’ 


‘Indeed there is. ‘ 


‘Now imagine the crew went into mutiny and, as a revolution, disposed of the heir to take upon 
themselves the control of their own lives; even when they have no whatsoever qualification, but as 


146 


it concerns their future they feel the necessity to decide the course and manner themselves - so 
that they deliberate on how to fly the plane and put to vote the press of every button and each 


twist of the wheel.’ 
“That is a most ridiculous situation indeed, by Zeus!’ 


‘Do you agree with me then that a terrible fate awaits them, due to their unskilled decisions and 


inefficiency in performing the task?’ 

‘Perfecly.’ 

‘Even when they are many and discuss things amid themselves?’ 
‘Even then.’ 


‘And if they vote between them who they like more or the best orator who can convince them to 


give their vote, would that be better?’ 
‘Not better.’ 

‘Because they are not pilots?’ 
‘Precisely so.’ 


‘And the same for doctors and architects? Or should the multitude of sick be said to know what is 


better for their bodies and the future tenants or observers of art how to best construct a structure?’ 
‘Certainly for them too.’ 
‘And to all arts it should always be better done by those qualified?’ 


‘Most surely.’ 


‘And you call a governor a thing for there is such art as politics and law-making, and not all are 


skilled in them, but a few and whom we call governors, do you not?’ 


‘T admit.’ 


‘How then can a State fare any better than our democratic plane? For the people, who are wholly 
ignorant of the art of governing, put in their representative by vote; by popularity with the 
unskilled and not by qualification - thus all we see on all such democracies is a mass of 
corruption by those most popular orators who managed to win with empty promises and by 
granting to the slight majority parties and gifts and offices to buy and bribe their way into power, 
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for no other strategy can compete with that for the best chance of winning so that there will never 


be any successful endeavour such a system of government.’ 


‘But that is an unfair comparison; the plane has no time to discuss and the disaster 1s 


instantaneous.’ 


‘Do you accuse me then of using violent words so that with fear I might coerce you into accepting 


my argument?” 

‘T claim no such malice, but that it is unfitting.’ 

“Then let us go back, have you not said all arts partake of it?’ 

‘ ‘ S . . . ’ 
I have, but that is rather a vague assertion and its meaning unexplained. 
‘T will endeavour then to make the meaning clearer then.’ 

‘Please go on then for the sake of us both.’ 


‘Would you say now that it is of no case if your house has been made by an architect or any 


random person?’ 

‘A house too can fall down and take my life, if built by one without knowledge of architecture.’ 
‘A doctor, then, is indifferent if he knows not about health?’ 

‘Certainly not; and once again I am put into dire straights.’ 

‘What then, my holy man? The work of a cartographer?’ 

“That too he would need geography or many would perish by following his maps.’ 

‘A historian?’ 

‘Of those the works would be useless, were he not to know the facts.’ 

‘A teacher, then? For now you cannot expect any mortal peril if he is just ignorant.’ 


‘Perhaps not directly, but either of the youth being misled or any thinking that he learnt while he 


is In fact ignorant is a grave danger indeed...’ 
‘By the gods, then! A baker, perhaps? Whose job is so harmless in just producing food.’ 


‘T would lie if I say I cared not if he can make good bread or not.’ 
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‘And in a mistake of ferment or other additives he could indeed induce many ills to the bodies. 
What art then are you saying the argument does not apply, so that you wanted to retract what you 
admitted before? For he who knows is always better than he who is ignorant; and if even on the 
smallest of matters we require them to know how could we not do so in such grave matters which 
rule over all others, such as the business of the state? For we, and our children in the future, 
would be doomed if all we do is either wasted or misled by being managed and cared for by 
ignorant inept hands rather than dextrous ones. Or do you still contend?’ 


‘No; certainly not. I see the aiming now and all I can say is that I share one mind with it, although 
how can I abandon what seemed so good to me before I still am unsure...’ 


With this pretty little thing, whose extent of the emulation of the Platonic style feels like mockery 
while still being so beautiful, I combined the structure of the Stateman with the argument of the 
skilful management of the ship of the State, but with the rather different focus of the urgency of 
the arts; as seen by the understandable danger of immediate death by having someone who 
cannot pilot the plane - an ignorance of skill and thus inability of judgedment which people can 
readily admit on that situation preferring to give someone that responsibility of both piloting and 
choosing, but on so many others often they are not so prompt at admitting or even are ignorant of 
their own absolute ignorance. 


Once upon a time we knew not what was safe to eat; and as always of nothing was worth any vote 
from the masses to decide that - rather someone had to eat it and we observe the reality of the 
results, knowing it did nothing or perhaps how it killed or left the individual very sick. 


From that moment those were no longer as ignorant; they could instruct others and were the only 
ones with ‘knowledge’ rather than any ‘opinion’ - repeating that scientific method we have drawn 
giant lists of what is good to eat, the evil that some plants or fungi do and in a much more 
deficient way the medicinal effects that some of them can have. 


The lack of all rigorosity and control left that list very flawed just as the introduction of many 
imaginary dangers and rituals of cure from the superstitions of the ignorant, but that general 
usefulness of the knowledge made it survive. 


About the entire history of the human race later we developed the methods of chemistry 
understanding how all micro and macro objects are built; so that we know what compounds are 
hurtful, and why they are so reacting with said interaction sites in our bodies, and what truly can 
heal us - so infinitely better than the risks from before, and allowing us to thus build real 
medicine treating diseases. 


There is not any ‘belief in medicine; they are no occult mysteries nor is there any ‘faith’ in 
science - any can learnt and prove it to himself if so he feels inclined to do as science does not 
claim widly from its imagination, but describes step by step why that thing is thus or is not thus. 


From those first experiments who ate poisonous mushrooms we have developed that difference 
between knowledge and opnion; at first truly they had to take a guess and try things, but that risk 
and democratic thing only happens when all are equally ignorant - once they have started building 
that knowledge further the opnion and guesswork of the ignorant became meaningless and of no 
what so ever worth, rather it is worse than useless as we see on our current age of denial the 
vaccines which have been so effective in eradicating the horrible misery of diseases that people 
have drifted to the culture of convenient ignorance denying that misery ever existed. 


As worthless and harmful those opinions of the ignorant are if we listen to them as equally valid as 
the art of medicine, or more than it since there are more ignorant people advocating for it than 
there are scientists, so too is the voice of the ignorant masses in all things of the art of government; 


that is the point of my scene. 


Which is what I have shown on the previous section; in how meaningless all ‘opinions’ are, and 
that ‘science’ far from that is rather than any guesswork just a reflection of reality - reality and 
truth which are not democratic, but which will wreak its ravages regardless of the daydreams and 
baseless ideals of the ignorant masses. 


Which we can see the starkest shows of absolute disaster caused directly by the masses imposing 
their will in the conflict of the two orders in Rome and the election of the worthless tribunes, as at 
the tragedy of Cannae™ with Roman incompetence in subduing its own plebeians being the 


“ «Frat autem Philopoemen praecipuae in ducendo agmine locisque capiendis sollertiae atque usus, nec belli 
tantum temporibus sed etiam in pace ad id maxime animum exercuerat. ubi iter quopiam faceret et ad 
difficilem transitu saltum uenisset, contemplatus ab omni parte loci naturam, cum solus iret secum ipse 

agitabat animo, cum comites haberet ab his quaerebat, si hostis eo loco apparuisset, quid si a fronte, quid si ab 

latere hoc aut illo, quid si ab tergo adoriretur capiendum consilii foret: posse instructos derecta acie, posse 
inconditum agmen et tantummodo aptum ulae occurrere. quem locum ipse capturus esset cogitando aut 
quaerendo exsequebatur, aut quot armatis aut quo genere armorum—plurimum enim interesse—-usurus; quo 
impedimenta, quo sarcinas, quo turbam inermem reiceret; quanto ea aut quali praesidio custodiret; et utrum 
pergere qua coepisset ire ula an eam qua uenisset repetere melius esset; castris quoque quem locum caperet, 
quantum munimento amplecteretur loci, qua opportuna aquatio, qua pabuli lignorumque copia esset; qua 
postero die castra mouenti tutum maxime iter, quae forma agminis esset. his curis cogitationibusque ita ab 
ineunte aetate animum agitauerat ut nulla ei noua in tali re cogitatio esset.” 
- Ab Urbe Condita, From the Founding of the City, XX XV: 28, where thus is described how Philopoemem 
was skilled in directing both the march and the selection of positions be it in peace or war time; since he had 
the habit to study the ground all around when travelling through hard mountain passes. Thinking it to himself 
when alone and asking to others what should be done if an enemy were to appear at that or that other point, 
what tactics to use against a front attack or a flank one or a rear one, or how to deal with the enemy that came 
with their ranks in porper position for battle while they were thus in the column of march; what place should 
he secure then and how to arrange his troops in number and weapons to face that and where to send the 
baggage carriers and supplies while the soldiers thus took formation for battle - what part of the army should 
be used as guard to those supplies and what part be engaged in front and what part to relieve them after or 
what part should be sent to outflank them. Should they then fight going forward ahead to their original 
destination or should they retreat whence they came now? After doing so where should he set his campsite; 
how much work should be spent on raising defensive structures around it - and whence should he obtain the 
water, wood and fodder for maintaining the camp? What route would be safest for them to take on the 
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source of the legendary success of Hanibal, or the Athenians on the conduct of the 
Peloponnesian war'”. 


morrow and in what formation? It is thus said how his mind had pondered those things from his youth so that 
he could so effectively use the army. 


“TIline ut impune primo discordias serentes concitent finitima bella, deinde adversus ea quae concitaverint 
armari civitatem defendique prohibeant, et cum hostes tantum non arcessierint, exercitus conscribi adversus 
hostes non patiantur, sed audeat Canuleius in senatu proloqui se nisi suas leges tamquam victoris patres accipi 
sinant dilectum haberi prohibiturum? Quid esse aliud quam minari se proditurum patriam, oppugnari atque 
capi passurum!” 

- Ab Urbe Condita, From the Founding of the City, IV: 2, meanwhile for the tribunes the dangers of war was 
a chance to blackmail the Senate into accepting their demands or they would boycott the raising of the army! 


The people would allow the enemies to sack allied cities and plunder the fields; refusing to enlist for war until 
some whimsical law was passed - and desiring to also command they forced the Senate to allow them to 
choose amongst themselves whoever they wanted to lead the army so that for no gain to anyone they caused 
horrible tragedies for the Republic simply because they wanted to feel like they had equality of power and 
authority too, stupid tribunes who foolhardness and absolute ignorance of military affairs made them ignore 
all council of the skilled patricians to rather just command the army to charge blinding amid awful terrain and 
exhaustion after getting first sight of the enemy. 


*” Brom which infinitude of examples we can mention here from the Hellenica, EAAnvuké, where Ksenophon, 
although perhaps a little partial against his homeland, describes the height of madness and licentiousness the 
Athenians had come to at that point; specially at I: VII where we have the rightfully vainglorious Alcibiades 
being calumniated endlessly by the demagogues at home while he is out there commanding the most 
important endeavour of Athenian cause - but by some baseless acusation of pointless impious vandalism they 
force him to abandon the war in order to come back and be judged by it, with he himself just fleeing into exile 
as he knows the temper of the people just seeking for a scapegoat after bribed slaves denounced him as the 
magical sacrifice to expiate all that imaginary sin. 

Losing his homeland and having a reward offered for his head he starts helping the enemy with both his 
overwhelming knowledge of the Athenian situation and his skills; achieving thus victories, but being distrusted 
he is target of slander from the opposing party so that chaos-bringing Alcibiades flees with his sweet councils 
to the Persians - at which point fallen from Periclean glory into the pits of despair as their own insular empire 
rose in revolt not only losing all the source of revenue and soldiers to replace the disastrous expeditions where 
they spent so much of their money, youths and their might fleet but also with party sedition collapsing the city 
from the inside nearly at civil war when the enemy could invade by land or sea as they were devoid of fleet or 
soldiers with their very army having elected the exiled Alcibiades their leader. So thus it makes them promptly 
ignore those meaningless acusations and open hand of even their democracy to have him back as their only 
hope; suddenly jumping from a condemnation of death for some baseless acusation of vandalism upon sacred 
statues to giving him the supreme power over the them, killing his slanderers to gratify him into accepting - 
upon which he attains unbelivable success on their hopeless situation, but the deranged people tasting victory 
again rise back to that boundless Athenian insolence which the gods themselves, by plagues and storms, can 
hardly contain so that at the first setback the whimsical masters of the world, for the detrimental of all, vote to 
take the power away from him since they want to rule themselves again and so they confer the command 
upon ten random commanders they elect there on the fly. 

All this pretext is already absurd enough; all choices by the pure will and whim of the people having their ears 
tickled by the demagogues, the blind and dumb owner of the ship being pleased by the sailors, who have 
attained such degree of perfection in their trickery by that very artificial selection their system caused in always 
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Having seem how that system of criterion by popularity rather than science is so detrimental let us 
see then what does that environment created by the democratic system favours and selects for. 


What we have to first graps about this critic is that tather than just a system where ‘people vote for 
a leader’ it is an ideology of freedom; that is the same spirit sported by the plebeians and by the 
lawless Athenians, and which was reborn on the Renaissance - the same critics for the mindless 


‘freedom’ of the free market above, or to the ‘right of property’ as to the ‘human rights’, work for 


it, and indeed that free market is only possible on such lawless government where the mass of the 
people make all rules and define all prices™. 


selecting the most perfidious one - those ten commanders came back victorious, however there was a storm 
which killed many so that some surviving soldiers speak against them to the assembly of the people and the 
people decide to condemn the victorious commanders that they just voted for a few days ago to death. 

The professional sailors and navigators are called to testify how it was impossible to sail around in a storm 
amid shipwrecks to save those people and how they were forced to flee to shore in order to not perish 
themselves besides being engaged in battle and not having that leisure to send out ships for that purpose; 
Socrates himself refused to even vote since it was impious due to religion observances of the proper date and 
procedure to perform such trials, but the maddened people threatened that any who tried to hinder the voting 
or who refused to comply in voting would suffer the same fate as the one they were to decree for the 
commanders - so that all authority bowed down to the brutal savagery of the ignorant mass as they were 
fuelled by emotions due to the account of the soldiers who nothing understood of navigation or government. 
An eloquent orator, whoever, discoursed and won over the people to spare the commanders; what the truth 
and reality could not convince them to do - yet another orator did not like that so he went on convincing 
them of the opposite so that the people wanted to change their votes ending up with condemning the 
victorious commander to death. 

Not long after they regreted what they had done in such rashness and against religious observance so that they 
asked the gods for forgiviness and passed on a vote against those who convinced them to kill the commanders; 
which successfully put to death those orators who made them vote against the commanders. 

All this amid the grand Peloponnesian war; as Lysandros brought an end to the Golden Age of Greece 
conquering Athens he quickly set assassins to kill Alcibiades, who was far away in exile again as the people 
voted him out again, in order to deprive the people of any person still capable of rising Athens from servitude. 


Or, as an earlier example, about the time Plato was being born the Athenians voted to kill all the men of 
Mytilene and sell all the women and children as slaves due to their revolt, but then another orator convinced 
them otherwise so that they had to send another ship that incurred the extreme risks and work of sailing day 
and night non-stop in order to get there in time to avoid the grand massacre as the first ship sent was carrying 
their previous order; that disastrous fickleness is the result of the incompetent and ignorant yielding power. 


“ Although funnily Malthus spoke against that catastrophic Napoleaonic rampage that brought about the 
infection of democracy around the world. 


“r 


The great and unlooked for discoveries that have taken place of late years in natural philosophy; the 
increasing diffusion of general knowledge from the extension of the art of printing; the ardent and unshackled 
spirit of inquiry that prevails throughout the lettered, and even unlettered world; the new and extraordinary 
lights that have been thrown on political subjects, which dazzle, and astonish the understanding; and 
particularly that tremendous phenomenon in the political horizon the French Revolution, which, like a blazing 
comet, seems destined either to inspire with fresh life and vigour, or to scorch up and destroy the shrinking 
inhabitants of the earth, have all concurred to lead many able men into the opinion, that we were touching on 
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So let us reconsider that argument about ‘who should yield power’ from a different angle; as for 
example when we look at some insectivorous plant. 


Plants need to eat some photons in order to make their bodies; as its enzyme complexes hold 
down the carbon dioxide from the air in just the right way so that when the complex is hit by light 
it cascade it down to the correct strength to break the bonds of that molecule - building thus it 
into sugar rings from which it can then construct its body or break apart again by reacing with 
oxygen to create carbon dioxide releasing that energy back in order to perform some process in 
its metabolism. 


Thus it is very benefitial for a plant to become taller; being in the shade of other plants will starve 
it to death and so the tallest plants survive to spread the genes - and growing some meters tall 
requires a really strong support, from which then we have so many different plants convergently 
developing the woody trunk and spreading leaves which we call ‘trees’. 


That is not, however, the reason for plants to start feeding on insects; since while those 
carbohydrates are an amazing base material, they cannot do much without some nitrogen and 
phosphorus to form polar molecules capable of building structures - and thus long roots that can 
seek farther for such nutrients is very benefitial to plants; except if the soil is already rich and that 
extra cost of longer roots is wasted or if it is so poor that no rhizosphere can support the proteic 
and lipidic necessities of the plant. 


To that end, then, it can be very benefitial to plants to use its anti-fungi capabilities to melt the 
chitin of the exoskeleton of arthropods; or rather they are so compeled by necessity as those 
unable to do so die and those most able to do so proliferate their offspring living on - so that on 
jungles, where contrasting with the rich biodiversity the soil is extremelly poor as so many things 
are competing for it and water runs off with it, we observe time after time unrelated plants thus 
converging on that same strategy to fill that same niche. 


As all become able to do it then the competition just goes on; those most able to attract them, by 
pretty colours or sweet or rotten smells, starve off those less apt just as those better able to trap its 
prey, by sticky leaves or moving mechanical contraptions, will fare better than the rest - so that 
from simple steps we arrive at the speciation from normal peaceful plants into these many kinds 


a period big with the most important changes, changes that would in some measure be decisive of the future 
fate of mankind. 


In a similar manner, the forcing manure used to bring about the French revolution, and to give a greater 
freedom and energy to the human mind, has burst the calyx of humanity, the restraining bond of all society; 
and, however large the separate petals have grown, however strongly, or even beautifully, a few of them have 

been marked, the whole is at present a loose, deformed, disjointed mass, without union, symmetry, or 
; 


harmony of colouring.” 
- An Essay on the Principle of Population I and XIV. 


153 


of unrelated insectivorous plants we observe today, a thing which mere existance was denied as an 
impossibility less than two centuries ago. 


But then as we marvel ourselves watching some divine drosera with its sweet aroma wafting in the 
air and pink mucilage shining about we notice some crawling filthy going around it undisturbed; 
cleptomaniac maggots who explore the vulnerable who cannot defend himself while it eats for 
free the catches of the plant - since those who got trapped died, except those with any mutation 
that allowed them greater freedom so that as such trait was selected for it soon became benefitial 
to intentionally lay eggs on that deadly flower so that the immune maggots could be both 
protected and feed for free. 


Ergo the plant created its own archi-enemy; but truly all other animals have likewise come from 
simple molecule that floating on warm ponds competed for the resources of copying themselves - 
merely the effects that invariable come from the causes around it. 


From the ‘living beings’ to the rocks, environment and planet; all shaped by a quasi-invisible hand 
- and, of course, all human affairs are just part of that same process of the selection of the most 
stable lasting longer than the rest. 


Now, do we laugh at the sore plight and at how ‘dumb’ the plant is for creating thus its archi- 
enemy? As we have seen there is no prescience of design in that selection just as the plant itself 
has no prescience, yet what can we say of us humans? 


On simpler times men suffered much from their stronger and crasser diets; since what bulls and 
horses eat and is good for them is not good for us - so that we would today suffer exceedingly 
from eating those raw and pure things with no combination, but although people in the past used 
to it would suffer less they would still be subject to pain and diseases hastening their death. Thus 
only the stronger would survive while those of a weaker constitutions would perish; except those 
who then were compelled to seek other niches and more fitting food to their nature - so that if all 
food and drink were good to them they would have never invented Medicine, but by the necessity 
of taking care of illness they thus invented it and learnt how to wash, peel, grind, sift, mix and 
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roast eventually creating bread. 


”<Tay yap apytyy obt’ dv evpéOn 1 Téxyvy 1 intpiKT odt’ Gv éCNTHON-OddEv yap adti|¢ Eet-si ToioL 
KGpVOvOL TOV EVOPOTOV TH AdTH StaTOLEVOLOL TE Kai TPOOMEPOLEvoOLOL, CEP Oi DytaivovtEs EoSiovo TE 
kai tivovot Kai TéAAG Siatéovtat, ovvégepey, Kai [1] Tv étepa tobtwOV Berti. vdv 5é obtI] 7 dvayKn 
intpiciy Eroinoev CytmOijvat te Kai edpeOFjvat GvOparroto1, StL Toot KEpVOvOL TADTA TPOGMPEPOLEVOLOL, 
étep oi bytaivovtssc, ob ovvégEpEr, Hs OSE Vdv OVpEPEL. ETL 5E GvMlEv Eyoye ELH O05’ Gv TH TOV 
dylawvovtov Siatav te Kai Tpo@ry, T vOV xpéovtar, ebpEOijvan, ci EEnpKet TO GvOPdTw Tobta EoOiovtt Kai 
Tivovt Bot te kai imo Kai MHotv EKTOS aVOPATOD, OIOV TH EK TiC YFI¢ PLOLEVG, KapTOs Te Kai BANv Kai 
YOPTOV. Ad TobTOV yaP Kai TPEPovTaL Kai a’EovTaL Kai GOVvOL SiayOVOL OVdEV TPODSEdLLEVOL GAAS 
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As we observed then some insanely poisonous organisms, as penicillin, which can decimate other 
tiny organisms we promptly directed them at medicine; since diseases are caused by nothing more 
than the interference of the chemical pathways of the body, as when such tiny organisms colonize 
us - and so ingest that poison we got rid of them promptly without the need of millennia of 
evolution until developing some hard-coded poison of our own in our genes. 


But of course some of those organisms survive; they happen to have some measure to evade the 
effects of the poison - and being the only survivours now they proliferate a new generation of 
harmful organisms that are immune to that medicine. 


What do we do, then? Do we, as the prescient species we are, limit the usage of that only for the 
most necessary cases in order to not inutilize that amazing life-saving discovery? 


Or do we just let people sell it for the lowest price they can, with just the cost of production, and 
so use it at their own discretion turning the medicine useless for the sake of relieving any 
discomfort they feel? 


That would have been long the case already, but happen to be on some incomparable miraculous 
time in human history where we have not only that wonder drug, as never before we had and any 
scratch could be lethal, but can produce and find dozens of others that work quite the same way; 
yet as we throw our cocktails of many drugs at every bacteria they grow resistant to it - so that we 


diaitys. Kai toi TH ye apyiv Eywmye SoKéw Kai TOV GvOpwrov ToLladTH TPOPT] KEypT}oOaL. TH 5é VOv 
Stoitypata ebpynpéva Kai TeteyvNLEva. Ev TOAAD ypova@ yeyevijo8ai p01 SoKet. Mc yap Emaoyxov TOAAG TE Kai 
dewds O10 ioyvpis TE Kai Onpiddeos diaitns Opd te Kai GKpyta Kai peydAac Svvapiac Exovta EopEpoptevot. 
oid Tep &v Kai viv br’ adtaV TéoYOLEV TOVOLOI TE ioxvPOIoL Kai VObOOIG TEepITiTrtovTEs Kai 51d TaYEOS 
OavatoioL. Hooov Lev Obv TadTO TOTE EiKOG Tv ThOYELV Sia THY ODVPELAY, ioxvPAc d5é Kai TOTE. Kai TODS LEV 
TAsiotous TE Kai doeveotépyy Ovbot Exovtac ATOAAVOBAL Eikdc, TOUS 5E TOUTMV DITEPEYOVTAS TEtw 
yxpovov avtéyew: OorEp Kai viv Gd TOV ioyupOv BpOLATOV ot LEV PNSiws dTOAAGOOOVTAL, Ot SE LETH 
TOMOV TOVOV TE Kai KaKOV. 516 81) TadTHV TH aitinv Kai OdTOI LoL SoKgovOI Cytfjoal TPO apUdCovoav 
TH Pboet Kai edpsiv TaAdTHY, 1 VOV ypedpsba. EK LEV ObV TOV TUPAaV PpsEavtéc o—ac Kai TticavtEs Kai 
Katakéoavtés te Kai Siaonoavtss Kai popvEavtEs Kai OmtMouvtEs dtetéAEoav Uptov, EK 5E TOV KPLOEMV 
HaCav: GAA TE TOAAG Tepi TADTA TpNyLATevodmEvot Hynody TE kai Ottjoav Kai Euisav, Kai Exépaoav Th 
ioyvpa TE Kai GpNta Toic GOPEVEOTEPOIG, TAGOOOVTES THVT TPOs TIV TOD GvOparov Obow TE Kai SOVaLLV, 
HyevbpEvoi, doo pév dv ioyvpdtepa 7 # Svviicetat Kpatetv 7 Ovotc, Fv sugépNtat, Gd TOUTOV 5° adTaV 
TOVOUG TE Kai vobGOUG Kai Davatous EcE08a1, OTO0MV 5° Gv SbvyTaAL émiKpateEiv, 4700 TOUTHV THOOT TE Kat 
avénow kai byteinv. TO dé edpypati TobTH Kai CytHpatt Tt dv TI¢ Svopia. SuKALOTEPOV 7] TPOOT|KOV [LAAAOV 
Bein 7 intpucry; Sti ye edprytot Emi TH TOD avOparov VytEiy Te Kai oMTNPIN Kai TPO|, GAAaypA EKxstvyg TIS 
diaityes, && Tg oi Tévot Kai vodoot Kai Odvator éyivovto.” 
- Ilepi apyaiag mtpucrs, About Archaic Medicine, IL, where so unbeliavably he thus describe some Natural 
Selection that lead to the development of human arts two mellenia before Robert. 


are on this unwinnable race of finding ever more miracles against the immortal super-bug that we 
are selectively raising. 


As the mindless plant so thus the acephalous mass of humankind, that could guarantee their 
future safety against diseases, is creating its biological archi-enemy; since both are equally lacking 


in any prescience. 


The sale of such antibiotics is controlled to the lowest degree, requiring some simple 
authorization to buy one; which is clearly far from sufficient, yet what would happen to any 
president or party that advocates for strictly regulating that medicine? 


How popular would he be on the public polls or on the senate? 


That measure would be the right choice for securing a bright future for humankind, but as 
obvious instead of being praised and elected he would be promptly thrown away from power; 
while those who promise to relax regulations will be promptly elected - the tyranny of the masses 
would never choose to endure some little pain or discomfort when they have known the instant 
gratification of swallowing some magic pills that make the ache go away. 


With not the slightest idea of how it works, but what he does know is that it makes him feel better 
and that he will bite whoever tries to take that away from him. 


I have made mention of oil and its policy where people pay the extraction price of it, ignoring not 
only the externality of pollution but even that harm to the State in consuming its limited reserves 
of a resource; where could such absolutely deranged policy have risen? Would any be so stupid 
as to think that a good idea of a government? 


Well, what will happen to the candidate to presidency who proposes to increase the price of oil to 
account for those factors? 


We know who disastrously he would fare; and rather that politicians in time of crises pay 
subsidies in order to keep the price low and maintain the raving polulation happy - that policy, 
thus, is not any example of government nor even any crazy ideology, but merely the shameful 
measures that the demagogue sailors of the ship have used in order to persuade the blind and 
ignorant captain into electing them into power. 


Thus that policy was not made to be any good, or bad, to the State or the people; how good or 
benefitial it is was never part of the consideration for it at all, but 1t was made as a necessity since 
without it he could not be elected - it is merely the optimal result that the environment selects for, 
and the benefit of the State is not part of the criteria of what Democracy selects for. 
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It does not select for any sound policy or what is benefitial to the present or future; it selects for 
what so ever, true or lie, best tickles the fancies of the masses - and the masses are more violent 
than tigers™. 


There are already super-bugs found every year and for a catastrophe to happen it needs only for 
one to become contagious; just as for decades that negligent geoengineering has been costing ten 
thousand times to the future of humankind as it gives as benefits right now - but all the 
governments can reasonably do is to laught at it and pray for the calamity to come a little later 
instead of on their fours, or what else, years of power as spending resources that others will reap 
the benefits is unthinkable when he could use to boost his own position with immediate 
satisfaction. 


The scientific study of species can, and invariably will, give us giant leaps in our medical 
treatments and it is literally unsustainable - not possible to sustain - the deflorestation for the 
raising of cattle, but what president would be elected with the promises of making beef more 
expensive in order to account for that true cost to society and make it sustainable for the future so 
that the nation does not destroy itself? 


Truly as Plato said; the threat of catastrophical difficulties seem to be distant in their future or 
only for others generations so that to them it seems tiny and insignificant while that meaningless 
immediate gratification is right before their eyes as if it was the greatest good they could ever have 
in life so that it takes all their field of view - which is further distorted by the twisted lenses of their 
biases. 


Plato contrast gains in ‘this world’ against the superiority of a live of virtue with the gorgeous 
outburst that “Through the love of wealth we should make the whole of our time without leisure 
for other things that are not for the care of private property? The soul of each citizen depends of 
such and thus they should care of nothing that is not the daily pecuniary gain? And any learning 
or pursuit that leads at such each individual must be ready to study and practice, but should 
ridicule all the others? Is it without reason that any engages in a serious search of things 
honourable and excellent instead of through insatiable desire of silver and gold be disposed to 
undergo all art and artifice, no matter how beautiful or base, for the sake of wealth, no matter how 
holy or unholy, for even it being disgraceful they should not feel any annoyance if only they have 
the power, like wild beasts, to eat and drink all kinds of things and to obtain all satiety in all forms 
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- Rae: TERME, Jiayu: Zheng Lun Jie, XIII, where thus Qiu finds a woman crying on the road so that asking 


” 


the reason she informs him that her father was killed by a tiger besides that also her husband and now also her 
son, but upon being asked the reason for her not leaving such a place she then answers that there is no 
government there; to which Qiu tells his student to pay attention, that bad governments are more violent than 
tigers. 
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of venereal enjoyments?”", but on it we see a rather flawed critic; since we do not pursue ‘virtue’ 
or ‘save nature’ for some imaginary aim but for tangible and real results - it is only through 
ignorance that one fears, as the masses now do, the genetic engineering and other inevitable 
futures just as it is by their own stupidity that they think some cheaper meat or freedom to burn 
cheap fuel a greater benefit to them than that preservation of the monumental services nature 
provides us. 


If we take a Tasmanian-devil we will find that its milk is a powerful antibiotic which can kill some 
of those bacteria that have become immune to what else we have; the famous penicillin itself is a 
simple fungus found by studying the mold that grew on a petri dish - meanwhile the oceans are 
deserts with its diversity of life concentrated on the rich coral reefs, on which we observe 
cetaceans brushing themselves against some specific corals which upon study we have found they 
release antibacterial substance. 


How much literal value, in money, do each of those things have, besides uncountable benefits for 
the future of humankind? 


Yet such medicines have not even began to be used; how much more amazing for our future is 
the prospect of improving our medicine by understanding biologically immortal animals and 
those that can regenerate entire limbs, organs or reform their entire bodies - and, as we know 
well, we are having mass extinctions and collapse of coral reefs, losing those animals before we 
even have a chance of studying them. 


The effect of that on the future of ours species is unspeakably catastrophic. 
And what are we gaining from paying such steepest of prices? 


We gain this meagre commodity of allowing individual to run their tons-heavy machines to move 
around rather than having an efficient transportation system in place. 


“<Tay pév o1 Epwtos TAOUVTOV TEVTA YPOVOV GOYOAOV TOLODVTOS TOV GAAMV EmipEreioNa TAI TOV idiov 
KTMATOV, & Ov Kpepapévy Tica ox} ToAitov Tavtds odK &v TroTE SOvaITO TOV GAADV émpéreiav toxew 
TAI Tod Kad’ Hépav Képdovc: Kai Sti HEV IPOs TODTO PépEt HAONLA 7] Kai Emit Seva, idia THs LavOdvetw 
TE Kai GoKEiv ETOLOTATOG EOTLV, TOV SE GAAMV KaTayEAG. TODTO HEV év Kai TADTHV Lav aitiav ypT] Pdvar 
TOD LTE TODTO ENT’ GAAO pNdév KadOv Kayabov EBEAEL EmITHSEvA TOA OTTOvdGaCELV, GAA 510 THY TOD 
ypvood Te Kai dpybpov aTAnotiav Taoav LEV TExVIV Kai LNYAVIV, Karo TE Kai GoynLoveotépay, ébérEw 
bmopévet Tavta &vdpa, si péAAEL TAODOLOG EoeoOal, Kai TPGEW TpattEw Sov TE Kai CVOOLOV KAI TAVTOS 
aioxpav, undév Svoyepaivovta, giv povov éxn Sbvaptv KaBdTEp Onpiw tod Oaysiv Tavtosaré Kai TEiv 
HoAdVtHs Kai APPOStoiwv THOAV TAVTMS TApACXEtV TANOLOVIV.” 
- Nopot, Laws, VIII: 831y-831¢. 
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Fossil fuels derive their energy by taking long hydro-carbon molecules and exposing it to 
disturbance near oxygen; em sufficiently disturbed it reacts with oxygen to form carbon dioxide - 
which has less mass than the original products and that lost by becoming a more stable molecule 
is the ‘energy’ we get to move things. 


That carbon dioxide in the air, then at due pressure diffusing more in the water, will react with 
that very water to produce carbonic acid, two hydrogen with one carbon and three oxygen, which 
easily loses its hydrogen to become double negative; and thus is perfect for attracting the double 
positive calcium atoms used on the metabolism of living things from all things, be it constructing 
their shells and skeletons to the activation of the synapses of their nerves - as the concentration of 
carbon dioxide increases, however, all those lost hydrogen floating around react back with some 
carbonate before calctum does preventing living things from getting that resource. 


‘Acid’ means literally to have more free positive hydrogens on a solution; and perhaps it is easier 
to imagine how a more acid ocean is not a place fitting for living. 


When we look for caves around the world we will find that almost all of them are ‘limestone 
caves’; why would that be? 


As just seen it is due to the carbon reacting to such calcareous formations, which for the last few 
hundreds of millions of years have been formed mainly by the shell of marine animals; the falling 
rain carries carbon dioxide from the air, as released by the breathing of virtually all things and 
much more by us, and that same acid is formed to then corrode away the limestone as those 
calcium structure cannot compete with the power of the protons - the carbon trioxide formed by 
the dioxide with water is further hydrogenated rather than calcifid, digging thus holes kilometres 
deep into the earth until it meet some rock of different composition. 


Companies have some immediate again by selling their fuel and humankind enjoys burning it, but 
how much more would be gained by the research of those systems and how much more joy to be 
healthier; nature is truly, on the most literal economic sense, the most valuable good that 
humankind has - that rather soon for us right here, and how infinitely more of a no-brainer when 
we consider the future of our species, as it is what States have in view, that will have to deal with 
those calamities for our so tiny joy of burning and eating a little cheaper. 


Companies only care about profits, as they should, and the free market allows that cancerous 
competition for the future detriment of all; it is the job of the government to regulate them so that 
they do not sell our future, which is a public property, in exchange for this momentary gain of 
private property - to protect the public good are the economic laws enacted in order to receive 
the due price of externalities that make it sustainable. 
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But then having a worse-than-worthless government leads us to our current global situation; as the 
masses are stupid and will not choose anything but the immediate gratification - as blind and 
lacking in prescience as Natural Selection, it does not select for any future good. 


That is, it cannot elect those qualified for the government; but much the otherwise. 


Let us take a look again at how to conduct agriculture; a very popular practice, once thought to 
even have been the cause of the collapse of the Maia civilization, is that of slash-and-burn - which 
name quite well explains the general idea of it. 


Plants are built from those nutrients they took and if you just cut it all down and set it on fire it 
will let out a little portion of those nutrients; which will make a quite fertile field - at least for 
some two or three seasons before reverting to a desolate unsustainable plot of land since rain 
forests, with all the rain and competition for resources, holds no store of nutrients on the soil. 


From our previous mention of how valuable the study of new species are it is obvious how 
infinitely detrimental it is to thus extinct them for a few seasons of crops, but perhaps it gets worse 
when we consider what will happen to that field - and what happens to all the others - if it is not 
thus abandoned; as it will be feed by the most unsustainable artifitial fertilizers. 


When I was born, little more than two decades ago, humankind was two billion people smaller; 
and when my father was born, little more than two decades before me, humankind also was two 
billion people smaller from what it would be two decades later - that is, it was half the current 
eight billion when he was born in the seventies. 


The food which sutains me, him and most of human population was then produced by that very 
artifitial fertilizer with the chemical process discovered just last century about how to extract the 
nitrogen from atmosphere; the precious atom that turns hydrocarbon into ‘proteins’ used in the 
structure and mechanisms of all living beings - truly a wonderful tool that so greatly helped 
humankind. 


Yet, what happens if that fertilizer, with the combination of phosphorus and other such nutrients, 
go where they should not; as a wild environment? It disturbs them and inevitably ends up in the 
water flowing out to lakes and the ocean; where algae thus bloom happily at such flood of 
nutrients, blocking the very sun from reaching the creatures below as also consuming all other 
resources in the water since those more important ones are no longer the limiting reagent - until 
then they inevitably die in mass which massive decomposition force the bacteria to consume all 
the oxygen diffused on the water thus killing everything alive there that managed to survive the 
previous sunless and nutrient-deprived waters. 


Those giant dead-zones taking entire lakes or on the sea are very common nowadays and receive 
the pretty name of ‘algal bloom’; a needless damage create by more than just the carelessness in 
storing that fertilizer - but by the very practice of agriculture since that now desolate field, a giant 
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monoculture devoid of trees whose roots hold the soil and protect against the erosion of water 
and wind, cannot possibly hold those nutrients dumped over it. 


And so it is all washed away; and much easier and cheaper it is for the farmer to simply dump 
more every time - since it is the world who pays the price of that biological catastrophy and he 
would also gain nothing by going through the trouble of avoiding that calamity, but rather would 
be run out of business by those that abusing the cheaper method profit more. 


The soil is rather a biome itself which, in natural environments, have a large diversity of plants 
that on their roots, their rhizosphere, cultivate bacteria that thus perform those functions of 
absorving nutrients from the atmosphere and forming more soil itself; a deeper soil which water 
can then penetrate to be stored rather than carrying away the fertilizers and which system then can 
hold worms and all kinds of other living things that store nutrients on their very bodies as part of 
the natural cycles - but how much simpler and how much more private gain, although detriment 
to the public, can be found by destroying that natural cycle entirely to just flood it with water and 
nutrients non-stop. 


The fungi present on natural soils are the very brain and bodies of ecosystems; the mycelia 
receive sugars from the plants and returns back nutrients to them so that it is on its best interest to 
redistribute to the plants that need it more, mitigating the effect of the random distribution of 
every resources be it light or water and salts, while when there is any attack the plants release 
chemicals for their defense which will be shared by the fungi and triggered on all plants before 
they themselves are attacked - so do exposition to kinds and levels of light, temperature and 
nutrients provoke different responses on the plants, and which response is coordinated by the 
fungi so they they can all soften and harden at their due part in their trophism in answer to any 
other condition they face. 


Truly as neutrons judging the conditions and forming the resilient ecosystem which colonized dry 
land and still dominates over it to this day. 


On the other hand our monocultural nutrient-duping practices over wasted lands has no future, 
but rather flirts endlessly with catastrophy. 


Our own future, perfectly linked to that of the environments around us, is as messed up as that 
soil; even if we entirely stop shoving carbon dioxide on the atmosphere, which is the most famous 
problem, and further fix our farming habits with so many other awful choices we make, that 
would still not be enough - as we have seen before each ecosystem has its self-regulating 
mechanisms, but if perturbed too far it can no longer recover to its previous position. 


So too have we passed the limit of the stress ecosystems can take and entered the negative spiral 
loop for the collapse of many; and the fall of one cog only makes it harder for the remaining ones 
to avoid collapsing too in a complete disaster - it will not, likely, extinct us with our current 
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measures, but rather than building a glorious future our choices are leading us to some awful 
times. 


Like a cart or a table which holds up to two hundred kilograms; we can put twenty or two 
hundred and it sustains such difference of a hundred and eighty without any trouble, but if we put 
two hundred and twenty, only more twenty, it breaks; and even without reaching such point of 
immediate critical failure putting two hundred and five or two hundred and twenty it is already 
above its plasticity in holding without damage so that it will deteriorate eventually failing too. 


As swinging oneself in a chair where with impunity we move many angles and it continues falling 
back towards the front, but on the moment that our centre of mass passes the supporting legs so 
that it goes to the other side then it will fall only backwards and no longer towards the front; even 
if we traverse one thousandth of an angle it will slowly, and accelerating, fall in such direction. 


For long nature has been like that and without us rebuilding the pillars that allow it to regenerate 
then it will continue only degrading until the catastrophe on the same way. 


Snow is able to form glacial mountains for upon it falling it starts to melt, however if more fall 
upon it before it melts entirely then it is the other one that will have to melt entirely before the 
one below it; and so while the rate of falling is greater than that of melting it will continue pilling 
upon the others crushing them into immense Bergs of Eis. 


Changing the temperature even in several degrees will only affect how fast they grow and their 
maximum size, but on the moment that a fraction of a degree breaks the barrier where the 
melting is greater than that of pilling then it is no longer possible to exist the biome - when we 
begin to see the glaciers melting instead of growing we know that the temperature has passed the 
limit and they will only continue melting until they no longer exist. 


And the world is in cycles with each change affecting the rest of it so that less white area exposes 
the darker sea or land below, changes the albedo of the planet, making the temperature rise even 
further; what obviously accelerates the melting of the glaciers themselves, but also increase further 
the effect of greenhouse since forest fires being more common more material is released on the 
atmosphere while other processes of melting against freezing, as the ground water against 
permafrost which on the land is where most part of the carbon is trapped not allowing 
decomposition on the frozen ground, releasing what was frozen pushing even further on the 
direction of warming - and as I described the ocean acidification I might as well go about how 
exactly carbon heats the planet and what is a ‘greenhouse gas’. 


If we heat up a piece of metal, or anything, to seven hundred degrees it will glow ‘red hot’; thus 
too the sun is just hotter so that it lets out light more energetic than the red one - and so too the 
planet releases energy below the red spectrum as we can easily see, with fitting instruments since 
our eyes are not so, being emitted from all bodies. But since it has such frequency such interacts 
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strongly with molecules of that certain sizes, like even weaker microwaves heating water but not 
the glass directly as we see by the cold plate or the cool plasma we get when putting a grape or 
something else that has the right wavelength length, so that the composites of carbon floating in 
the atmosphere have that size where they interact and absorve that light partly preventing the 
Earth from dissipating heat by radiation to space - while the sun rays, being of more powerful 
waves and tinier waves, enter through not interacting withal. 


If some meteor, as the putative Eltanin, or some massive volcanic eruption were to trigger a global 
winter with the armospheric dust blocking solar light, so that we have a pause from global 
warming, it would help us very little; not only because of all the other effects of that, but because 
treating the symptons is far from dealing with the true disease - which are the impossibility to 
sustain our current practices. 


Our focus on ‘temperature’ is from how obvious the effects from it are; since it alters all processes 
that happen on the planet in turn altering the composition of the very wrong from what is 
advantageous to life to what is poisonous; as our very atmosphere is the third we had, and the only 
one that can sustain complex life as we know, and changes in the parameters of the world would 
give us some world-ending fourth version of it - or more immediately how storms are much more 
brutal and how the rise in sea level, with half the world population living near the coastline, are 
already causing calamities to humankind itself all around the world. 


The very fresh water from the melting of glaciers on the ocean is a poison reaching the tipping 
point of many species and biomes, as corals, which are not able to live outside stable levels of 
salinity, acidity, temperature and other infinity of parameters; where the fall of one biome 
condemns then yet others which require the products of that one to survive, from food to 
environmental conditions, for all, including the terrestrial ones too naturally, have links with the 
exchange of resources and cycles with the entire planet - and the sweet water still by itself being 
less dense than the salty one it stays on the surface for a time before mixing where such separatory 
layer begins to move independently over the sea isolating it from the air leading to a change of 
oceanic currents which on their turns define the climate of the planet so that the entire globe 
together passing of its stability point where those biomes that prospered before now only 
degenerate. 


For long we have already been plastically deforming all such environments and we observe their 
gradual decline; it is not such change to a second derivative, an acceleration, that is negative that 
we have ahead but the tipping point left now 1s the critical failure and sudden collapse of such - 
such environments under stress approach the limit of their elasticity where the rope snaps and as 
the permafrost that they melt we can easily predict that as volcanoes the pressure of the gas will 
continue to accumulate until it is superior to the resistance of the earth above leading to explosive 
eruptions, so too the so near failure of systems is a violent processes with no turning back which 
destroys its surroundings together with it. 
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Corals, the forest of marine biodiversity, are so fragile that the fresh water of storms not rarely 
disturbs enough the equilibrium of their ecosystem that they die; how much more their 
destruction in massive scale already so well known on this absolute global chaos. 


The entire rest of the immense limitless oceans are a tedious waste; a desert of water - and then 
how strong would it be the repercussion of the fall of such richest marine ecosystem? 


The masses can no longer claim perfect ignorance, but their stupidity and limited capacity of 
reasoning any series of consequences creates such absolute negligence and underestimation of 
how much catastrophe is already inevitable - and yet instead of alleviating it our modern system 
merely forges on sinking us further into disaster. 


Is not the legendary cradle of the Fertile Crescent composed of Mesopotamia lulled by the 
whimsical Euphrates and Tigris and of Egypt, which all know that Khmer is a gift from the Nile; 
that Chine suckled on Huang and India the fruits of Ganges - and Mesoamerica the lakes of 
Coatzacoalcos while the masters of the Cordilheira began from Sechin before sculpting the Andes 
with their terraces straight from the source? It is well known the factoid that every civilization 
begins thus at the margin of rivers, but then accepting it without thinking they do not question why 
do rivers seem to be so magically fertile as if blessed by the gods - and therefore that without its 
nutritive alluvial deposit of minerals the rivers would produce nothing, as dams destroy the life of 
the rest of the river and we see the endless geopolitical discussions about the rights of such. 


And not less important are the rivers of elastic fluid carrying such sediments as nutritive dust 
which feeds the concentrated fertility of such inelastic rivers or directly the forest be it as clouds of 
nutritive dust or as real clouds of rain for just as water at zero degrees does not begin freezing until 
there is a nucleation site so too the clouds do not form without such particles, of dust or of 
common planktonic gas, as site for nucleation for the loose elastic vapour to condensate; all of 
which at the end discharges on the immense Celestial-Pond where are gathered all the salty 
minerals of the ceaseless erosion of the planet - and which maritime currents creates its own 
oceanic biomes and so it is Ocean the great lord who controls all fertility and who determinates 
the entire climate where and how it rains, how the wind blows and what lives and grows or wither 
and dies. And his judgement is changing to one different from the world we know; and to one that 
is not in our favour. 


How could someone imagine that the gigantic forests are not the product of such fertility and that 
they do not depend thus of the equilibrium of the current conditions? As if the gods had made 
everything changeless on the exact form we see today? For thus the marine currents, for example, 
discharge on the Amazon Basin there at our north teragrams of mineral shells only from diatoms 
which are the fruits of such oceanic biota; how much more of every other nutrient and thus how 
strongly such massive forest depends of such favourable current and oceanic productions of 
nutrients on its basin - while through the sky the particulates of dust from the Sahara deposit 
crucial elements which are in equal constancy taken away by the rain and rivers. 
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It was such miraculous set of innumerable conditions that allowed something so phenomenal to 
grow; and on different conditions all that awaits such ecosystem 1s the incapacity of sustaining it - 
total collapse before its own greatness. 


We disturb then such sea current and on the same way the air ones will change; where the 
withering of the former ‘lung of the world’ is Just one factor amid the domino effect on every 
ecosystem changing radically - with floods where it was dry and drought where it was flooded and 
so those that need water die of thirst and those who do not support it are drowned. 


The Amazon has not always existed; and it suffices to pass our eyes over the natural history of 
such last dozens of millions of years since its flourishing to see that human civilization, with the 
greatest of misery and suffering ever suffered by our species, will have to rebuild everything it has 
already made to adapt to such different world. 


We were doing much more than warming the globe but we changed the composition of 
atmosphere itself, changing the climate, unchaining such chain reactions simultaneously around 
the world; long past the plastic point where it would recover by itself. 


In Portuguese there is an expression that says ‘to plant tamars’. 


That is all the expression says; or the saying ‘who plants tamars do not harvest tamars’ - and so 
who hears it naturally rather confused ans asks ‘How so?’, where then whoever used the 
expression begins to flex his wisdom and mythical biological knowledge of some said tree of such 
name that takes a hundred eyes after planted to give fruits. 


Thus who plants one never tastes of its fruits, but today we have tamars and eat of it for they 
planted it on the past; and we plant them for our sons and grandsons. 


Thus planting tamars is a horrible personal investment; we are spending our resources with 
something that does not bring any benefit to us - we work to give to others and we open our hand 
of comfort for the sake of others. 


It is an appalling strategy if our goal is to have to us the most pleasant life possible. 


But it is not by pure egotism that we humans avoid such altruism, but that wenot give ourselves 
the trouble of thinking to even get to the conclusion of how we want to live and about which is the 
best strategy to reach such goal; it is both by ignorance as by laziness without thinking on the 
future that we never open our hand letting go of some little comfort now for the sake of 
something that most cannot even understand - for, once again, we do not give themselves the 
trouble of thinking to decide if they want to be immoral villains or to seek virtue. 


That is; devoid of all intellect and reason the masses can only choose that which is most pleasant 
for them immediately - they err thinking that the grain of barley before their eyes is greater than 
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the mountains of Erebus belching smoke decades ahead, and so too they abuse blind Plutus as 
Panacaea sleeps with none other to save us from our misery. 


The only purpose of the government is to regulate such actions in society for the sake of posterity 
and of all rather than individual gain, however the ‘government’ elect by the people will only 
represent the immediate reward that they want; thus no one stops cutting trees thinking in how 
they descendants will not be able to live on a desolated land because they are too busy and drunk 
cutting them to make more of their bonfire parties. 


I blamed out current ecological disaster on Democracy earlier, which might have been a little 
perplexing at first, but my meaning should be clear by now. 


All these problems, of health and the energy of fuel and food, seem rather unrelated and to 
entirely different areas of science, but they all steem from a single cause; that having Power, the 
capacity and ability, to change the world is a blessing, but also that all this evil comes from those 
unqualified wilding that Power - so that it is worthless to treat the symptons as if they were the 
cause, since the true problem is not that obvious and intrusive stain on the surface of the water 
but what is below on the deeply seated causes of the impurity which pollutes the source and thus 
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render turbid the entire stream of human life". 


Now, that is Democracy, but to make my meaning yet clearer I will then attack the grand 
argument that is used to defend it; which is truly no argument and of no value at all, but a mere 
norm - which is that of ‘freedom’, that ‘people should have freedom’ and somehow ‘that freedom 
is worth more than some little benefits that we might get otherwise’. 


The mystical benefit of the second line can be promptly dismissed by all rant we have gone 
through against normatism; as what measure is that he may use to judge that gain to be 
insignificant or little - and then what else would we judge for, if not for the system that thus give us 
a greater benefit? 


I used to answer that to a friend of mine by saying “There can be no freedom to allow a child to 
eat as much sweets as he wills; since it is only through ignorance that he thinks that sweets do him 
good.’; which my friend would always reply ‘You always say that and it does not even make sense; 
everyone is an adult!’ and I would go on saying on how he simply was too dumb to understand 
my words. 


16: 


* “Yet, in reality, they are light and superficial, they are mere feathers that float on the surface, in comparison 
with those deeper seated causes of impurity that corrupt the springs, and render turbid the whole stream of 
human life.” 
yon the Principle of Population X, although he uses that against the critic of governments in general 
as proposed by the mindless of anarchy. 


- An Es: 
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You may refer back to my dialogue on the beginning, but the repetition of the argument now with 
another Platonic question is about if all are equally competent and knowledgeable to judge the 
best course; or if candy is not good. 


Most would answer that candy is good ‘but too much is bad for you’; and would understand that I 
am hinting about too much freedom also being bad. 


Yet I am not saying that ‘too much candy’ is the evil thing; rather that evil is caused by the power 
that he has in wrongfully using the candy - not on the candy, or power itself, but on him being 
unfit to wield that power. 


Plato would often ask things on the lines that ‘Is Wealth good?’. 


And the opposing party would often reply either a straight ‘yes’ or the smart answer that ‘it is 
better to be rich than to be poor’. 


To which he proceeds asking ‘Is Poverty bad then? Or can it be good for someone to be poor?’. 


Which later is readily denied saying that there cannot be any goodness in Poverty; allowing him to 
go on with his reasoning that thus Wealth must benefit who has it, and Poverty must be harmful 
to those who have it - and that it cannot be otherwise. 


On the puzzling of how Wealth can be bad then some reach the question of how bandits can kill 
him to get that Wealth or kidnap his family since he is rich; and all such worries of Wealth that 
the poor man is free thereof. 


But Plato goes further saying that the Wealth man would ruin himself with his own Wealth; as by 
desiring the wife of his neighboor"’. Being poor would be to him a benefit as he would be unable 
to attain that wish, as she might like luxuries and gifts, and his evil desire would not go beyond a 
fantasy; keeping his job, his good wife and his friendly neighbour - yet, by having the power to 
carry out his evil, he would lose all that no longer contributing to society with his job, losing his 
good wife and might getting himself killed by having an affair with the wife of his neighbour. 


He is destroyed by his Wealth; naturally it is not the fault of money, but his own - of money in 
the wrong hands that are unfit to wield that power. 


As the children whose good parents hinder him from having all he wants for they know that 
would be worse for him; just as diabetics and hypertensive people who should not eat and drink 
many things, but having no self-control they would cause a great evil to themselves in case their 
family did not take away their freedom so that losing such freedom is to them a blessing 


‘That exact example is not from him, however, but a pseudo-Plato dialogue. 
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regardless of them liking it or not on their ignorant opinion - like children hating their parents for 
not allowing them to pet the lion on the zoo or to frolick eternally without fulfilling their duties. 


And so on any other ten thousand examples that can be inferred from ‘wealth’ or ‘authority’ 
which are just other names for the abstract of ‘power’; which instead of being inherently good it is 
only an intensifier of what his wisdom, or foolishness, brings to himself. 


On the courtroom of children the doctor with his bitter medicine is condemned and no matter 
what is said to the ignorant ones he will never have any chance against the sweets of the 
confectioner; for if the medic cut them, in surgery, burnt them, with alcohol to cauterize, pierced 
them, with vaccines, made them drink bitter concoctions and forced them to starvation and thirst 
in fasting how would they ever believe that such wants them well and not the baker who with so 
many pleasures seduce them?"™ 


Neither is medicine ‘absolutely good’; but only to those who are sick and who need that specific 
treatement - as only someone qualified can distinguish if the treatement who heals one will 


165, 


actually also heal another or be bad on that other case. 
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6 abtdc dé Lot HKEL AGyOs SviEp TIPdc IdAov Eeyov: Kptvodpat yap ws Ev Tatdtots iatpdc dv Kpivotto 
KATHYOPODVTOS OYoTOLOdD. OKOTEL yap, Ti Gv dITOAOyoOItO 6 ToLOdTOSG GvOpwTOG Ev TODTOIS ANOOEIs, si AdTOD 
KaTHYOpOI Tic Agyov St1 ‘G Tides, TOAAG dpdc Kai KaKd de cipyaota aviip Kai adtovs, Kai Tods 
VEMTATOVS DUdV SiapOipet TELVOV TE Kai KA@V, Kai ioyvaivey Kai Tviyev GropEtv ToLEi, TUKPOTATA 
TOLWAtTA Sidovc Kai Tew? Kai Supt avayKaCov, oby HomEp EY TOAAG Kai déa Kai Tavtodsard NoOdoyovv 
Duc? ti dv oiet Ev TOOTH TH KAKO AoANVEvta. iatpov Exet Eimeiv; jf ei eiiro1 TH GANGEray, Sti ‘tadta 
TOVTO éy@ sToiovv, @ Taidsc, dylEWwas,’ TOCOV TL ois &V EvaPOT|Ga1 TOds TOLOUTOUS SiKAOTHG; Od Léya;” 
- Topyiac, Gorgias, 521¢-522a, which critic on the specific scenary of a tribunal hints at the death of Socrates 

himself; as saying the displeasing truth rather than pleasant lies. 


“Tov QdTOV bE TPOTOV OKETTEOV KO EM1 TOD KATE TL KAI TOTE KAI TOD: Ei YUP KATH TL EVdEYETOL, Kai OTABS 
EVOEXETAL: OLOIWS dé Kai TO TOTE jf} TO: TO yap ATADS adbvatov odtE KATE TI OVTE TOTE OTE TOD EVSEXETAL. 
(Evotaoic 611 Katé, Tt Lév siot PVGEL CTTOVSAiOL, Ciov EAsvBEptOL H] CHPPOVIKOl, ATADs 5é ODK Eici MboEL 
orovdaior. Opoinc 5é Kai ToTé Lév EvdEYETAL TOV POaPTAv Tt LW] POaptjivat, dTA@s 6° OVK EVSEYETAL LN] 
Oapfivat. Tov adtov 5é TpdroVv Kai Tod Lev GDUGEpEL TOLODTH Siaity yproOar, oiov év ToIs VooMSEst TOTOIG, 
GmA@c 5° od GvEEpEr. "ETL 5é TOD Lev Eva Lvov Svuvatov Eival, UTAs 5é od Svvatov Eva LOvov sivar. Tov 
avtov dé TpdTOV Kai Tod Lv KAAOV TOV Tatépa DEL, Olov év TpIBOAAOIc, ATAGs 5’ Od KAAOV. "H todto 
Lev od Tod oNpaivel GAAG Tioiv: Obdév yap Siagépel STOD Gv How: Tavtayod yup adtoic Estar KAAOV, OdOL 
TpiBadrroic. HdAw moté pév ovpoéper pappaxevdecbar, oiov Stav voof], Gthd¢ 5” ob. "H obS8 todto Tote 
onLaiver GAG TH Stakepéve Tas: Obdév yap Siagéper StOTEOdY, é&v OTH LOVOV SiaKEtLEVOS 7.) TO 5’ 
ands Ect 6 UNdevdcs TPOOTEDEVTOS Epsic Sti KAASV goTIV 7} TO Evavtiov: Oiov 10 TOV TaTépa BEL OdK 
épsic KOAOV Eival GAAG TIOl KAAOV Eival: ODK Gpa GTA KAAOV: GALL TO TOS DEOds TILaV Epic KAAOV 
ovdév TpocOsic: ETAGs yop KAAv éottv. ‘Qote 6 Gv undevoc TpooTIWELEévov SoKf] sivat KAAOV 7 aicypov F 
GAO TL TOV TOLODTOV, ATADS pnOjoetat.” 

- Tom«é, Topics, I: 11: 4, Aristotle so goes on against the variation and impermance of certain 
characteristics; as that of ‘absolute good’ since what is good to one may not be to another. 
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Or are not tyrants, used to having everything, those who most suffer fighting against their own 
dispositions for it is only with the greatest difficulty that they change their passions? 


Which to most is an alien suffering; a difficulty that seems like paradise to those who only see 
themselves desiring the ever-greener lawn of their neighbours. 


Excess of power five more authority than is convenient; and much more commonly instead of any 
raging demon they are the ones who are the ruin of the patrimony of their own lives and all they 
know - how infinitely better then it is to mortals the moderation and due measure so that before 
any megalomania they have safety to grow old well.” 


Just so is the capacity of being able not only useless, but a prejudice, to who has no self-control, 
that is the lack of wisdom and knowledge to use it well, for he has the power to cause damage to 
himself by means of ignorance so that it is beneficial to him to not have more authority than what 
is to him due; power without prudence is an evil” - and who is more ignorant and imprudent 
than the masses? 


So that the power invested over then only causes their own ruin to the detriment of all. 


To throw dice and choose by luck who rules would be something wiser for there would not be 
such unilateral pressure to the corrupt and deceitful strategy which is selected in charming the 
vote of the masses and politic allies. 


 “Sewd Topavov Anata Kai TAS 
OAty’ GPYOLEVOL, TOAAG KpAtOdVTEG 
yareTBs opyas wetaBarrovow. 
TO yap eiPioba Civ é7 icotow 
Kpgiooov: Epo yoov Ev Lt] MeyGAoic 
OyLpds y’ ein Kataynpdo«et. 
TOV YUP LETPIMV TPAta pév Eimeiv 
TOUVOLLA VIKG, YPTOVai Te LaKPa 
A@ota Bpotoiow: ta 5’ brepBaAAOVT’ 
ovdéva Ka1pov Sbvatat Ovyntoic: 
piCous 6’ &tac, étav opyoOf 
daipov oikoic, amés@«Kev.” 
- Mydeta, Medea, 119-130. 


'” “Kai si 165e pév divev todde aipetov, t6d5¢ 58 d&vev todd LN: Oiov Sbvays GvEev PpovijoEewc Ody aipstov, 
povnoic 5’ &vev SvvépEMs aipetov.” 
- Tomé, Topics, HI: 3: 23, where Aristotle uses such example to stablish the relation of what is more 
precious; that ‘power without wisdom is not desirable, but wisdom even without power is’. 
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At such attack at the incapacity of the masses to choose we often meet then with the reply that ‘it 
suffices to teach them then’. 


But what should we teach? Teach them how to vote? Or how biology works and how they should 
be responsible with the antibotics? 


Both things might be said to be important; so let us put them all in a school and then 
democratically decide by vote what they will watch - what will be the result of that democracy? 


Will they vote for that which they have to use their brains and suffer to learn things; will they vote 
on that which is inconvenient to them telling them what they do not want to hear about how their 
comfort is bad to the world? 


Or will they vote to watch animated cartoons and the popular acephalous TV shows? 


My friend answered me that ‘But many people like channels about nature and learning about 
climate too’. 


To which I replied that was a true assertion, but how did that answer my question? What does 
that assertion supports as a proof thereof? 


He was then ashamed to further answer; since that experiment had already been done on the 
school of the world where the internet allow all, with access to it, to then choose what they want to 
buy with their time - and as all know it is not the said educational and useful channels that are on 
the popular posters throughout town or adorning the top rank of the streaming services. 


Thus even that proposed ‘teach them’ is already presupposing some absolute leader deciding 
what they should learn and forcing them to do so because they do not want it; his assertion about 
those model humans who should be imitated refered rather to the one percent, but ninety nine 
per cent of the power are in the hand of those worthless ones - so that his own argument, or 
rather his random assersion since that is no argument, proposes that the one percent should rule 
over the ninety nine. 
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And truly as long as the majority is vile the result worsens the more of them partakes of the vote. 


Or has it not always been obvious that the life that men lead is on most part of the most vulgar 
kind identifying Happiness with immediate pleasure? For before a division between such, a 


‘* A simple mathematical truth, shown by Concorcet, and it is absurd who Aristotle for a moment falls into 
dementia in saying that the crowd are the best judges since somehow they magically balance out and ‘fill in for 
each others lack of skill’ producing the best result; what is simply an acephalous thing to say going against even 
the simpliest math. 
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political life and a contemplative one it is evident to all that the masses of humankind are slaves to 
their tastes preferring a life fitting only to wild beasts; even so while they identify Happiness with 
living well and being well they still disagree amongst themselves if such means the direct physical 
pleasure or wealth or honours - and the same man gives different answers at different times for 
when he is ill he says that Happiness is health and when poor he says it is wealth. And all such, 
consciously or not, admire the one that they think to be wise proclaiming some grandiose ideal 
beyond their comprehension. Ergo infinitely far from such is the capacity to consider what truly is 
the universal good and so it is pure detriment for them to have the power of vote asking them 
their ignorant opinions about what is the path to Happiness.” 


That is, when someone goes out killing others or stealing people does anyone talk about 
respecting his freedom of doing such things? 


No one is free to litter or defecate wherever they please either; the inconvenience of them in 
having to hold it up to where they are allowed to do it and all of the kind are shows of how the 
limited liberty is what even allow society to exist. 


Is that some ‘exception’ to that mindless renaissance rule of ‘liberty’? As said many times; a ‘rule’ 
has no exceptions - and one instead points to the true rule that seamlessly rules over both cases. 


And the answer is exactly the same as before about the ‘liberty of free market’; when the liberty of 
any one is bad for the rest of the world it has to be promptly restricted - and how perfectly 
insignificant is the evil caused by the odious odour, visual offense, mess on shoes and tires and the 


™ “A éyousv 8 dvadaPovtes, ée1d1 Tica yvAotc Kai Tpoaipsois kyabod tIvdc Opéyetan, Ti gotiv ob 
MEyopev TH TodtiKiWv égiesOat Kai Ti TO TEaVTOV AKPSTATOV TOV TPAKTOV GyAOAv. 6vopati Lev obv oxEdOV 
Om0 TOV TAEioTMV OuOAOyEitaL: THY yap Eddatpoviay Kai oi TOAAOI Kai Oi yapievtes AEyovot, 10 5’ Eb Civ 
kai 16 ed TpAttEw tadtoOV dTOAGLPavovol TH evdaipovetv: Tepi Sé Tig eddamoviac, Ti got, ELPIOBHTOdOL 
Kai ody Opoime Oi TOAAOI TOIs GO@ois ATOSISOAOLV. Of Lev Yup TOV Evapy@v TI Kai Pavepdv, oiov HSoviy 7 
TAOVTOV 7 TULTV, GAAOL 5’ GAAO-TOANEKIC bE KAI O ATO ETEPOV-: VOOTIOUG LEV YUP DyiEtav, TeVvOLEVOS 5é 
TAodtov: ovvetdotec 5’ Eavtoic Gyvotav Tovs Héya TL Kai UTEP AdTOVS Aéyovtas DavpLACovoww. 

‘Hpsic 5€ Aéyopev S0ev Tap|ecéPnpev. 10 yop ayabov Kai Tv Evdatpoviav OdK GAdyws EoikaowW EK TOV Biov 
brodapPdavew oi Lév TOAAOI Kai POPTIKTATOL TH N5ovijVv- 610 Kai TOV Piov GyaTHo1 Tov GoAAvVOTIKOV. 
TpEic yap siol WAALOTa Oi Tpobyovtss, 6 TE viv EipNpEvOs Kai 0 TOAITIKOG Kai TpitTOS 6 BewpNtUKdc. 

To dé KaBdAO0v PEATIOV tows EMoKéyaoOa Kai StaTOPTjOUL THs Aéyetat, KaiTEp TPOodvtoDVG Tic TOLAbTNS 
Cytiosws yivopévye 514 10 Pious cvdpac sioayayeiv TH cidn. SdEEte 8° Gv iowe PéATIOV sivan Kai Setv émi 
OOTHpig YE This GANOEtac Kai TH OikEia GvatpEiv, GAAws TE Kai PIODd@OUGS SvTAs: Goi yap Svtol QEirow 
Solov TpoTLay TI GANOEiav.” 

- HOuKxé Nikopayeta, Nikomachean Ethics, I, which is another wonderful burn from Aristotle; although his 


own system of government is so worthless I have not gone over that pure normative meaningless collection of 
what he imagines to be ‘virtues to be cultivated by the government’. 
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diseases caused by that faeces in public if compared with the infinitely greater injury caused by the 
worse-than-worthless jury of the masses being free to rule themselves. 


It is nothing revolutionary, but as before I provide the model which explains and justify those 


laws; rather than by any imaginary goal of some normative ‘right of freedom’”. 

Truly that ‘free market’ can only exist if the people too are free to govern themselves, either in 
democracy or anarchy, and how blind of Malthus to criticize one while upholding the other; that 
‘economic freedom’ is the product of the degenerated mind of extreme democracy which so 
confused the idea that ‘freedom’ is having the impunity to do what so ever one wills - they think 
doing what so ever they will is what is best for them, and the laws of government that so saves and 
protects them they rather think oppressive.” 


Thus it is my long repeated argument; merely attacking another baseless and detrimental norm 
which seeking purely imaginary aims produces only misery - in this case that of ‘freedom to vote’, 
Democracy. 


To obtain office they know very well that it suffices to give many gifts; to the people part of the 
diverted resources and sweet words and to their companions more of the resources and favours - 
without such it Is as using a cat as bait for a rat and try to serve them with sincerity and 
competence is even more impossible no different from trying to get up a tree by climbing a 
broken rope. When any improvement is attempted, as reforming the worthless laws so that there 
is order and to change the rituals so that they are instructive and useful, such has only fear of the 


” “The object and end of the science which is distinguished by the name of Jurisprudence, is the protection of 
rights. 


What we desire to accomplish is, The protection of rights: What we have to inquire is, The means by which 
protection may be afforded.” 
- Jurisprudence I, where so stupidly claims James Mill out of nowhere, beyond all justification and logic 
merely vomiting on his normatism of how others should behave; wholly blind to all of reality so that he works 
towards entirely imaginary aims in no way related to any tangible result or actual improvement of life. 


“Sho yap éoTW Os 1 SnLOKpatia SoKet MpicOa1, TH 10 TAsiov sival KUpLov Kai TH AsvOEpia- TO Lev yup 
dikatov ioov Soxei eivat, ioov 8’ 6 tT Gv 56EN TH TANVE1, tod’ civar KUptov, EAEbDEpov 88 [Kai tov] Td 6 TL 
av BovAntai t1¢ ToLetv: Hote Ci év Taig ToLadTAIc SNHOKpatiatc ExkaotOs ws PobAETaI, Kai ic 6 YPYC@V, O> 
onoiv Evpuridnc: todto 8’ éoti padAov: od yap det oigo0a1 SovAsiav sivat TO Civ Tpds Ti ToAItEiaV, GAA 
owtnpiav.” 
- Tlodtucé, Politicas, V, where so beautifully Aristotle criticizes that erroneous concept of freedom where 
everyone lives as it pleases him according to his fancy; that such is wrong and that men should not think it 
slavery to live according to the rule of constitution since it is actually their salvation. 
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critic from the people, but as Guo Yan says ‘he who seeks the highest virtue has no harmony with 
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the popular opinion and he who does great deeds does not take council with the multitudes’. 


That is what Democracy selects for; the optimal strategy on that environment is Corruption and 
Deceit - worse than being worthless, it actively selects for the detriment of society. 


How terrible indeed to be wise or to try to be good when such is not advantageous”, for which 
among such is elect as the leader of the gang if not the most errant scoundrel; incarnation of 
calumny who like a dog fawns and cajoles the ill-humoured deaf glutton that is the demonic 
autocrat Demos? And are not self-evident the words of the oracle who says that the marginal and 
his party shall reign until an even more abominable rascal arise? With the most absurd baseless 
promises and shameless bribery, but which the people are only too exalted with happiness in 
accepting the crumbs and short dreams!" 


” ORD PR Zien, Be: (SRA LA AMA. | A: RRS hike, Ben 
CPLA ES, SSE, ASE MORES, HANS PRA TOR AREAL, IRRGER, ZO 
aD, WASTE Pa AS MORE ! | ” 


E: BRE, Shang Jun Shu: Nong Zhan, III, where is described how worthless is a court that exchanges 
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favours and uses of sophistical discourses to attain rank and power. 


“BA: (ROR SEERE, FZoH th ; SAAR, PZT, GRRBIALIA, BMA HE, 


Fath, 

ARR: TRH, [Ser ee, SEED, J AEB ZB, SARK Pinch, AR 

mAZ Tae, MLARME ; AAT, DRS. GA: [TRAD E, Anat UR, 

ROAR AYER RCKA, Ti AP BASE ined J MEIKE: [ame ARMA; eK, KBR. Jt 

4, Pret 5 et, SLMS, RELA a ae, AE; MATLARIR, AEH 
i. |” 


- PAA: YA, Shang Jun Shu: Geng Fa, II-III, where Guo Yan says that those seeking virtue do not consult 
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the masses; which ignorant masses cannot understand even the presente or when some affair has been 
brought to completion, but the wise see the results even before it has sprouted. 


"3 “TEIPEXIAD 

osd sd, ppoveiv ac Setwov évOa pt} TEAN 

OY Ppovodvtt- TADTA YUP KUADS Ey 

eidac Side’: ob yap Gv dedp’ iKOpnv.” 

- Ovsittovs Tbpawvos, Tyrant Oedipus, 316-318. 


™ “NHMOZLOENHZ 

6mMc; 6 YpNOLOs dvttKpvS AEyEr 

Os TPAta pév otvMTEonradnys yiyvetat, 
6c Tp@toc EEE Tig TOAEWS TH TIPAyLATA. 
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They are delighted if some braggart come and being right or wrong throws upon them and their 
beliefs a flood of praises and flattery; they see not that such pigs are traitors who only sell them for 
gain and that money dictates all they profess - but they care not even if they know it to be endless 
slander, a tempest of abuse and a deluge of lies for much to the contrary as long as they are 
glorified and their opponents drowned in accusation they pallid with hunger gladly snap biting all 
calumny offered for them to devour. 


What chance has he who is such an imprudent fellow with a brazen heart who dares to uphold an 
opinion contrary to that of them all; who promises happiness not by adulation, bribery, deceit or 
being a prostitute to the highest bidder, but instead of vain lauds points them to the better way - 
what is his chance to be laureated instead of receiving a chiton of stones’”, he who aims not at 
pleasing, but at saying what is true?” 


NIKIAZ 
sig odo! THANG. Tit’ obvtEdOEv; Eye. 


AHMOZOENH= 
Leta TODTOV AdOIg TPoPatoTaANs SebtEpos. 


NIKIAZ 
d00 THdE THAG. Kai Ti TOVSE YT] TABEIV; 


AHMOZOENH= 
Kpateiv, Ews Etepoc avinp PdeAvpatEpOS 
abtod yévorto: pete 5é tadt! dOAAvTOL. 
émyiyvetat yap BupooTaMdAns 6 TapAayov, 
Gprag kexpéxtnys KoxroBdpov mavi éxov.” 
- Inteic, Knights, which geniality of criticism saddens us that he could only criticize Cleon; rather than elicing 
the greater truths by generalizing his critics. 
“60a para Tp@ec Setsnpovec: 1 té Kev dy) 

Adivov éooo YITHVa KaKOv EvEey’ doo Eopyac” 

- Tide, Iliad, HW: 56-57, where thus ‘receiving a chiton of stone’; to be stoned to death. 


” Both this and the preceding paragraph are an amalgamation of the many beautiful expressions of 
Aristophanes against the demagogues, and the stupid people, of his time; mainly from the Acharnians. 


“Graue erat in Aequos et Volscos proficisci: ante portas est bellum. Si inde non pellitur, iam intra moenia erit 
et arcem et Capitolium scandet et in domos uestras uos persequetur. Biennio ante senatus dilectum haberi et 
educi exercitum in Algidum iussit: sedemus desides domi mulierum ritu inter nos altercantes, praesenti pace 
laeti nec cernentes ex otio illo breui multiplex bellum rediturum. His ego gratiora dictu alia esse scio; sed me 
uera pro gratis loqui, etsi meum ingenium non moneret, necessitas cogit.” 
- Ab Urbe Condita, From the Founding of the City, HI: 68, to which we can add this outburst against the 
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For more than any rock on the way what makes a man stumble throwing him into danger is his 


mouth; and with a slip of my tongue I can behead my neck.’” 

The Lakedaimonians had the insane law of training children in the art of stealing and ambushing, 
and they would be punished for being caught in the act and not for the act of stealing itself; yet as 
so Ksenophon might have said to a Lakedaimonian that he was the most fit for the endeavour of 
stealing the answer was the true nature of the democratic environment - as Cheirisophos said, the 
Athenians were the true masters at stealing as they dare to take from the public treasured even at 
great risk and trick them all as the very system thus perfectly selected for that master thief since 
those best at tricking the people were elected as magistrates.” 


Nicias, their most successful commander throughtout the decades of the grand war, chose to 
waste the Athenian army and die in battle, since he knew that the correct choice of retreat would 
stain his name with disgrace of unjust condenations and an inglorious death by criminal 
execution”; that is all the ignorant people would see, promptly forgetting any responsibility for 


party struggles destroyin the City from the inside while war approaches from the outside; so that he ‘knows 
there are more pleasant things to talk about, but necessity compels him to say what is true instead of what is 
agreeable’. 


7 Meal) (oi Aad gs cll gh esl Glad Gly till Guay eal cu! il ale allo 
Bela tue Bl coat uals 
ASL (68 fic Co Hill Ss yay 
es cele | dally ai pte y 
Adis (gata Aub (ye A hed” 
= Che peed clad Cp! Le jl pad lll Sa AN, ALI Gli, A Thousand Nights And Night: The Tale Of King Qamar 
alZaman from Shahraman, where such danger of the tongue is told. 
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atap ti éy@ Tepi KAOTHS CDUPBGAAOLAL; Duds yup ~ywyse, @ Xetpicoge, dKkobw tods Aakedaipoviovgs door 
goté TOV Opotwv EbOdc Ek TaiS@v KAETTEW LEAETEV, Kai OdK Aicypdv cival GAA KAAOV KAETTEW Soa LN} 

Ka@dvet vonos. STH SE OS KPATIOTA KAETTNTE Kai TEIlpioVE AavOdvetv, vOLILOV Gpa dpiv got, éiv 
ANOO{itE KAETTOVTES, LaDTIyODGBaL. viv OdV GAG Gol KaIpdc éoTIV éMdeiEaGOa1 TH TaLdEiav, Kai 

pvaAdgaobar wt} AnpOGpev KAéttovteEc tod Spouse, ws pT) WANyas AGBopEev. AAAG pévtot, EP O Xetpicoos, 

Kayo dds TODS AONvaiovs &kobw Sewods eivar KAETTEW TH SNHLOoIG, Kai LdAG Svtos Sewod KwdSbvov TO 

KAEMTOVTL, Kai TODS KPATioTOUS LEVTOL LdMoTa, EtEp Div oi KPatLOTOL GpyEtv GEvodvtat Hote Hpa Kai coi 

émdsikvvc8at tiv TadEiav.” 

- Képov AvéBaotc, Anabasis, IV: 6, with such a beautiful insight into what that environment truly selects for; 

the best thieves and the most corrupts since only an even greater hoolodum can so flatter the masses and buy 

out his adversaries to the point of stealing the throne to himself. 


“8 ETLOTAPEVOG TO Lev Epyo Ett Ew’ Gudtepa Eywv Kai SiaoKkoTdv dvetye, TH 5’ Euqavei tote Adyw odK 
Son dmdéew Ti otpatiav. ed yup sidévar Sti AOnvaior cedv tadta odk dmrodéEovtaA, Hote pn} adtHv 
ynoioapévoy ate OEiv. Kai yap od Tods adtods yhoLEtoBai Te TEpi OEaV [abtHV] Kai TH TPGyLATA woTEp 
kai adtoi 6p@vtac Kai obk GAAwV émtujosl kobouvtas yvaoeoOat, GAN’ &E Ov Gv Tig Ed A€yeov SiaPAAAOL, 
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their vote and simply seeking a scapegoat to take on the blame for any misfortune that may 
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happen™, rather than any qualification to judge if good measures were instead thwarted by evil 
, j : 


fortunes”. 


That is what de democratic environment selects for; far distant to any benefit the blind whim of 
the masses selects for the very opposite of being honest and saying an unpleasant truth - be it told 
to the people or to his party members. 


Like on the farmer, those best able to produce the greater good for the State is to have the power 
over those farms, just as a skilled manager would be wasting his skills as a farmer and the State 
would suffer from that sad organization of its resources; as was a loss to society to have Deioces to 
remain in his private business so that they built golden Ecbatana for him to lord over™ - to end 


Ek TOVTOV ADTOVS TEtdEOOAL. THV TE TAPOVTOV OTPATLOTHV TOAAOS Kai TOUS TAEtous E—n, Ot VdV BoMot ws 
év detwoic OvtEc, EkEiog GEUKOLLEVOUS TavavTia PoroEDBat Ms DITO YPNLATOV KATATPOSOVTES Oi OTPATHYOL 
amhGov. odKovv PobAEoBat adTOc YE ETLOTAMEVOS Tac AOnvaiwv Mvosic ET aioypt TE aitia Kai GdiKkws DT 
APnvaiov drokéo0a1 LOAAOV 7 OO THV TOAELOV, Ei Set, KIVSvVEboUs TODTO TADEiv idig.” 

- Iotopia tov HeAorovvynoiaKkod ToAépov, History of the Peloponnesian War, VII: 48. 
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&¢ 6 Tac AOHvac éretd1) NyyéAOn, eri TOAD pév HItiotOVV Kai TOIs TéVY TOV OTPATIOTHV && adTOD Tod 
Epyov Staregevydot Kai capac cyyéAAovo1, pt] OTM ye Gyav Tavovdi Sie~OdpHat- E7157) 5é EyvMoay, 
yoreroi nv Hoav toic EvprpoOvpnVeior TOV PNTOpOv tov EKTAODV, HoreEp odK aAdTOI WHOIGEpEVOL, 
a@pyiCovto 5é Kai TOIg YPNOPHOAGYOIG TE KA MEVTEOL KAI OTOSOL TL TOTE ADTODS DEtdoavTEs EMMATIOAV OS 
Anyovtat Licediav.” 

- Iotopia tov MeAotovvnotaKod Modépov, History of the Peloponnesian War, VIII: 1, ‘angry with the 
orators and soothsayers, forgetting they were the ones that voted for him’, as disaster strikes after they reward 

pleasing words and baseless promises rather than truth and certain science. 


™ «In quo confiderem equidem causae meae, etiam si non apud Romanum sed apud Carthaginiensem 
senatum agerem, ubi in crucem tolli imperatores dicuntur, si prospero euentu, prauo consilio rem gesserunt.” 
- Ab Urbe Condita, From the Founding of the City, XX XVII: 48, where the Carthaginian senate will crucify 
their commanders regardless of a successful outcome in battle; simply by the soundness of the method and 
strategy employed in not being reckless suffering unnecessary dangers which render a victory less profitable 
and a defeat more costly. 
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dé 51), Oia LVOpEvos ApyHv, i9bc te Kai Sika10g Tv, Toléwv te tadta Erowvov size odK OAtyov TPdc THV 
TOANTE@V, OITWO Hote ToVVaVOLEVOL OL EV Tio GAANOL KOLNOL Ws AntoKNs Ein &vp LoOdvos Kat TO OPOdV 
dtkdCov, TPOTEPOV TEPUTITTTOVTES ESiKOLOL YVOLNOL, TOTE ErettE HKovoav GopLEVOL, EPOITOV TAP TOV 
AnwoKea Kai adtoi StKAOdLEVOL, TEAOG SE ODSEVi GAA ETETPETOVTO. 
Thedvos 5é aisi yivopévov Tod ém@ortéovtoc, Oia THVOaVvopévon Tic Sikac doPaivew Kath TO gv, yvods 6 
Anwokns &¢ EwvtOV Ti avaKEipEevov oUTE KatiCet Et1 HOEAs EvOa TEp TPOTEpoV TpoKaTiCav édixaCe, ot’ 
éon dikav Et: od yap oi AvottEhée TOV EMVTOD EENLEANKOTA TOIGI TEAAS du’ spc SiKdCew. Eobvons OV 
aprraytic Kai dvoping Ett TOAA® LGALOV ava Tas KOLAGS 7} TPdTEPOV Tv, CvvEAsYONoav oi MfjSo1 é¢ THVTO 
Kai €d{500av ogiot Adyov, AEYOVTES TEPi TOV KATHKOVTMV. Ws 5’ Ey@ SOKEW, LdALOTA ELEyov oi TOD 
AnoKeo Gidrot "od yap 51) TPOTH TH TaPEdVTL YPEOPEVOL SvvatOI EiLEeV OiKEELV TV YOPNV, PEPE OTHOM@pPEV 
NEV AdTAV Paotéa: Kai obtw 1 Te YOPT EbvopToETa Kai AdTOI TIPOG Epya TpEyOuEsA, ODdE DT’ Gvoping 
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the evils of anarchy, which once subdued brought the legendary prosperity of Media with a quality 
of life multiplied manifold from their previous ‘free’ state. 


Further on the international relations those democratic debauches share the blame and all abuse 
from the resources destroying the future together; a thing which no proper government or 
monarch would allow its country to sell their future for momentary gratification, but build a lasting 
legacy of a better future - nor allow other countries to so go on their licentiousness, for the 
detriment of the globe, while he is depriving his citizens of that luxury. 


But rather, on our democratic hellhole, the united nations are more powerless together than even 
if they were apart. 


War causes terrible misery and it is very foolish to engage on it when one is free to chose, but if 
the choice is between submission and independence then foolish is the one who refuses to take 
arms rather than he who does so™; those who reject war in order to keep their peaceful tranquiliy 
and ease of confort will very quickly lose all such delights of peace that caused him to reject 
waring in the first place™ - and how infinitely better and less harmful to humankind it would have 
been if some third world war enforced law over the globe rather than this hell of passively 
watching the lawless countries creating this awful future for the future generations. 


Ignorance, and the biases that stem from it, is the mighty centrifugal force that has kept the States 
of humankind apart; and today we have many ‘together’ by pure negligence and mutual inaction 
rather than a sound foreign policy that imposing order selects for what is best for humankind 
collectively. 


This, too, is a mark of our democratic government following the path of idle easeness rather than 
that which is best; and there has never been a more harmful war to humankind than this lawless 
peace we now live in. 


dvaotator éoopE8a." tadté Ky A€yovtEs TeiDovor EWvTOVs PaotredeoBat.” 
- Iotopiat, Histories, I: 96-97. 


™ Kai yap oic nav aipsoic yeyévytat HAAG evTDYODOL, TOAM Givola TOAELTOoL: si 5’ &vayKaiov Tv 
eigavtac ev0dc toic TéAUs DTaKOdoa i KIvSvvEeboavtas TEeptyeveoNaL, O PLYOV TOV KivdvvoVv TOD 
DVTOOTAVTOG [LEHTTOTEPOG.” 
- Iotopia tov TeAotovwvyoiaKkod Todgépov, History of the Peloponnesian War, II: 61. 

“ “Ov Srtep Kai pt) OKveiv Sei ADTOVS TOV TOAELOV GvT’ siprvns HETAAGHBavElv. avdpOv yap oMMPPOveV Lév 
SoTL, Ei LM} GSiKOIVTO, NovyaCew, dyaO@v 5é dSiKOvpEvovs Ek Lev Eiprvng ToAELEIV, Ed 5é Tapacyov &K 
ToAEpov TOAW CvpPiivat, Kai pytE TH KATH TOAELOV EdTvYIa EaipeoOal LITE TO NObY Tic Eiptivns 
NdonEvov adiKkeio8a1.” 

- Iotopia tov HeAorovvynoiaKkod ToAépov, History of the Peloponnesian War, I: 120. 
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Ill - Law And Freedom 


All mentioned regulations and measures naturally have to be put into place by law so that the 
entire time we have been dealing with Legislation, but this part I focus on criminal legislation; 
more closely we have gone into the ‘rewards’ of Wealth and Authority that have to be thus 
properly conferred as here we consider the distribution of ‘punishments’ - mainly against the 
doctrines of ‘human rights’, which strongly rooted foolishness of our modern age I will with the 
mighty hand of Reason endeavour to utterly rip out from any decent thinker and crush into 
inexistance as the mindless detrimental normatism it is. 


For the usual conceptual introduction on the moralist style let us first discuss ‘freedom’. 


‘Freedom’ is not simply about ‘acting’, but truly about such actions not be unconsequential; it is 
about reaping the full unbarred consequences from what is done. 


What freedom is there in jumping on the cage of a lion if there 1s still a fence there procting us? 


What sense is there in being free to drink at will and whim, but still ask to be protected against 
inebriation? 


So much opposed to the self-entitle modern culture, who think that freedom is doing think while 
behind the fence of protection to not have consequences, freedom is nothing more than properly 
receiving every fruit and consequence of his actions; the freedom of jumping into the cage as one 
well pleases and how he judges to be best for him - it is the responsibility and danger of rejected 
the control and restriction of others, so that who dares to open his mouth to say anything has the 
inevitable result of hearing the replies and be dismembered by the critics since ‘nothing is more 
invidious than opining’”’. 

Thus the famous Renaissance line that ‘all are born free’ is a degrading lie; since if all were free 
no one would be ‘entitle’ to or would ‘deserve’ anything from the world in order to be free to 
make their own lives - loose like wild animals. 


But to the contrary they use of the most unreal fallacy that ‘freedom’ is not to be free but ‘to have 
rights’ imposing on all persons in the world to be inherently forced to give to such what he wants; 
a disease which can only exist with the might of modern society which is ever more comfortable 
and less demanding - and which ever more fails to teach how all such comfort and rights come 
from the work of someone who thus gives it to them. 


"5 lata Ls eau As 2Y Lad alsa Y” 
= GL we leat! Ass :4l! ALI Gli, A Thousand Nights And Night: The Tale of the Peddler With The Girls. 
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And one who will only so give as long as he himself fulfil his commitments and honour his duties; 
so that every right is only acquired by being earned by his personal actions - without those ‘duties’ 
being performed there would neither be ‘rights’ to be given. 


When any respects my ‘freedom’ by not doing something or by doing something for me that 
person is rendering me a service; and for that person to render me a service I have to render it 
back, or convince that person in some other away to do it, which is the duty. 


Thus that freedom means that I am slave to no one and so I have no obligation to render any 
services as duties; and it also means that no one is my slave for them to have any obligation to 
render me any service that as their duties that give me ‘rights’ - and only upon arrange the 
exchange of favour between each other with mutual agreement there 1s all the benefit of not being 
alone, however such gain of rights is equally the loss of freedom since together with the ‘rights’ 
come the duties. 


On this ‘social contract’ we also have described the situation of aborting or even throwing their 
babies away; as no one is born doing any service or duty so neither has he any inherent rights - 
rather a baby is a great impediment and risk to the body of the mother so that stopping those 
biological processes is a great gain to her, and then after birth to the parents who raise it a great 


physical and emotional cost. As just seen none is forced to incur all such duties; rather it is their 


choice to do so, or to throw it away for it to fend for itself. 


Any restriction we impose is as the example on the previous chapter where people are deprived 
from defecating in the streets; a small privation of their freedom for a great good - and so that 
they may not throw their unwanted children on the streets or trash merely because it would be 
unpleasant to have a rotting carcases thus polluting our urban environment, but which solution is 
to provide the designed places of disposal. The only instance where there is any sense in 
enforcing punishment for the disposal of developing zygotes or young babies is when the country 
is underpopulated; and which criminal charge is no greater than that benefit used to encourage 
the production of baby - so that in our modern word where there is most often no such 
encouragement nor medal for having a baby so too there is no reason to discourage and punish 
those who get rid of theirs, while if a country is overpopulated so that having babies is discouraged 
then rather aborts and infanticide are to be rewarded just as the measure that their opposite is 
punished. 


Applying these policies, rather than neutrality, is a cost and have to thus result in some good for 
the population; which the violation of the right of working members of society for the sake of the 
meaningless belief that people are forced to raise those who cannot fend for themselves is far 
from any sound policy, but an normative endeavour with only detriments to the State. 


I have repeated that case of abort thus at length not because it is a hot topic currently nor because 
it is pretty at all, but rather because of the repugnancy of the horrid imagery we evoke with those 
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lines about throwing babies to die; differently from many of the artificial religious norms we 
considered these ideas about some sancticity of our collective children so that we have to protect 
them at all cost is a hard-coded instinct in our brain from our most primal ancestors - but my 
point is that government is not made by such ‘instincts’ or such ‘guessing’ or ‘feeling’ what ‘should’ 
be, but hard and exact science with nothing but numbers in what will lead to the correct path 
where humankind is at its best possible station in life. 


It might seem fantastical and something out of a terror movie to us in this more developed 
Western world, although I am in the South, some practice such as the famous Japanese practice 
of ‘decreasing mouths’ where they would lead some elder of the household to the woods and 
leave them lost to die there or would burry one of their young children in their backyeard in 
order to relief the burden of feeding their families through thought times; or how so commonly 
during sieges people would boil and eat their own clothes and furniture until they were 
cannibalizing each other, or how still in many countries today families sell their young daughters 
to human traficking in order to pay the bills - all these are necessary evils and although so horrid 
they are wise acts that allowed those families to live on, just as our own ancestors made enormous 
sacrifices that allowed us to be here today, instead of the symbolic worthless act of all perishing 
together. 


Those are not ‘special cases’; and as said there are no ‘exceptions’ to any rule - ‘exceptions’, 
instead, show that any such rule or dogma is flawed and that there is some broader concept that 
rules over both cases. 


And as seem that is simply that scientific reality of rather than a wilfully blind mind for us to 
consider the true effects that our actions will produce; and take that which will lead to the best 
possible outcome we can achieve, which often can be the less awful one. 


There were many mindless movements against the usage of condoms when they came out; and 
how awful would things be if that normatism had won! Our current eight billion people is a tiny 
fraction of what this planet can support, but that only with the proper management and 
organization; on our current state of things it is already greatly overpopulated and in a natural 
crisis - and how utterly stupid are those fantastical ideals that rather than the real problems we 
have at hand to protest against the usage of condoms killing spems, the killing of developing 
zygotes in uterus or the killing of some infant human still devoid of any capacity. 


Thus my point is that the view of ‘human rights’ is pure worse-than-worthless moralism, as treated 
so many times already, rather than any analysis of reality and the effects of such policy; rather we 
have that some people contribute much greater things to society making both the present and the 
future of humankind better, while others contribute about the same as they consume and yet 
others are just a detriment making life worse rather than any contribution. 
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As we assigned wealth to those skilled so too any ‘merit’ of authority and priority is due to those 
who contribute; the ‘equality of rights’ being no less harmful, impossible and meaningless than 
that arithmetical equality of economy - an insane dream that leads only to the worsening of 
society, rather than cultivating what is truly benefitial to our future. 


If a train is moving on tracks and there is one person in one track and five in the other, and we 
pull a lever to can change the rails to redirect the train from the five persons to the single one, 
should we pull it? 


The answer is very simple and we answered it dozens of time already; that is, ‘what of those will 
result in a better future?’ - or more directly, ‘who contributes more to society?’. 


Will society be affected in the same way regardless of what we do in that situation? 


We have different outcomes from our action; and rather than the incomprehensible stupidity of 
considering the action itself there is only any meaning in considering what that action will result in 
- if they are equivalent regardless of what we do, or if one of those futures will be more benefitial, 
or less worse, to society. 


If they are all average workmen we clearly will diminish the harm of that sad event to society by 
killing a single one rather than five; if the single one is rather one of the best curgions in the world 
then we would do much more harm to society by killing him rather than five average workmen 
who barely contribute their share - if there is five criminals in one side a single one in the other 
then we can do the best for society by having the train run over the five of them rather than 
eliminating just one detriment to society. 


How infinitely easier if it is then five criminals in one side and the doctor in the other! 


Truly slaughtering the criminals would most often be a much better option than running over the 
usual empty tracks; rather than an unfortunate event it is a gain to society to remove such defict to 
the general felicity of the nation. 


Or any any still be so blind in his partisanship that he says some doctor who is about to ‘cure 
cancer’ is ‘worth less’ than two criminal so that we should choose the path that only one human 
dies since ‘human lives are priceless’? But truly the criminals if left alive will actually kill many 
more humans; while the choice to kill two now will not only save those would-be victims, but 
allow millions each year to be saved from some horrible fate that was before unavoidable! 


Is that a ‘special case’ and ‘exception’? When does it stop being so? When the doctor would only 
cure tuberculosis? Perhaps if he were to only develop some better stitches? Any division is 
arbitrary and meaningless; it is an endless gradation of how positive, or negative, that being effects 
society - truly human lives are ‘priceless’, but simply because they are worth nothing since like 
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minerals or money or ‘effort’ they have no magical metaphysical ‘inherent intrinsic value’ except 
their only tangible and real measure that is of their actions in how their use that ‘human life’. 


There is no place for moralism, as I feel like I have to keep repeating, in any of this analysis of the 
causes and effect of our actions; any mindless norm and idealized fantasy will not achieve the 
optimal result and do what will benefit humankind most - rather than be ‘moral’ it would be an 
throughtly immortal choice to so close his eyes to the truth of the results to instead follow some 
imaginary good of his fantasies. 


That is what I mean with this chapter of Legislation; and the meaningless of the idea of inherent 
‘human rights’ which are today held as our most sacred law - just as no object holds some 
‘inherent value’, by the metempsychosis of labour or what so ever else, so too ‘inherent rights’ are 
a harmful doctrine of acephalous norms far from any true benefit and good to society. 


At the dawn of our Scientific Revolution the bud of economy bloomed too; as we began to 
understand phenomena as a series of processes that could be described as many interactions 
within definite laws we saw too that our measures of government were no different - and could be 
classed and analysed just as surely predicting results of how that would affect some commodity 
and the population, as the grand principle of offer and demand which took us farther than all 
Greek economists could. 


Nowadays we have gathered a large body of such facts, as the effects of unemployment and 
recessions or the many points of the economy to which stimulate or dampen to produce some 
shift in its general course, but we have not gone beyond that; and on the art of Legislation we are 


even worse. 


That is due to, as so often is, the perpetuation of preconceived ideas and erroneous guesswork 
rather than the surer foundations of science; and the illuminated minds that should have dispelled 
the darkness were instead the great bastions both defending it with all their might and taking it as 
their duty to disseminate their irrational belief to be cultivated on the mind of men - which have 
so successfully taken root that it has long been the great pest that hinders the power of Reason 
from graduating our politics into the realm of true sciences. 


The cacophonical pandemonium of the Roman Republic advanced politics into tools with 
designed practical results, moving us past the Greeks who could produce nothing more than 
incoherent religious babble of how their perfectly virtuous king or commonwealth had to behave 
in order to please the gods with proper piety; yet for all those tools gained we have not progressed 
a step from the laws of Hammurabi and Draco - still blindly guessing by the worthless guide of 
morality and fantastical ideas of how others ‘should’ behave rather than the actual reality of the 
consequences and real effects of our actions. 
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Judges think themselves forensics and deliberating about the past, but that only exists to ascertain 
the truth of the matter; all we do will only affect the future - and how vain of a waste it is then to 
have laws that merely execute raw vengeance, and to call it ‘Justice’ when they create a worse 
future. 


If the punishment for homicide is death or perpetual emprisonment then we might save a few 
lives by separating the would-be victims from the criminal, howbeit that simple math only works 
for the lowest and basest rabble; one whose loss to society is an inferior detriment than the loss of 
those other persons saved, but then when we consider again that doctor above or any other such 
scientistic who will have a much greater impact than a few thousands or millions of people we 
then see that killing him or emprisoning him as a punishment would be greatly more harmful to 
our future, and many more lives lost - any such acts that will hinder him from exerting his 
mastery is unthinkable if we want to do what is best for society, and how worthlessly mindless is ‘a 
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tooth for a tooth and an eye for an eye 


That is, any law even worth any consideration takes into account all factors it can in order to 
produce what is best for the future; the crime itself in the past is rather insignificant and beyond 
our power to change so that we take decisions only about the future we want to build - of which, 
if 


they were all homogeneous trash with none being more important than any other nor thinking 


then, one of the most important questions is ‘who did the crime?’, not treating all persons a: 


about pleasing the animality and twisted moral sense of ‘justice’ from the immoral masses. 


If a certain individual commited homidice and the law commands us to kill him, should we do it 
if we find him mid-air while he is the only pilot of the airplane with other hundreds of people in? 
Or does the law, not specifying any time limit, allows us to properly wait until it lands in order to 
not, because of some past killing that cannot be changed, kill those hundreds of people and 


ourselves? 


Then, too, when we get to a doctor who commit homicide we would have to wait his entire life 
until he dies naturally since killing him would also result in the death of many others; we would 
not see the airplane immediately plunging to their deaths, but there cannot be any doubt in the 
mind of anyone that the lack of that professional will thus lead to the death of some who could 
and would have been saved by his skills. 
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There have been found laws older than the famous code of Hammurabi, but not more well-known; and just 
as the sheer stupidity of his laws bear witness for the inexistence of Shamash, since he is a legislator as 
incompetent as any irrational wild animal and the divine character is limited by the capacity of his writer, so 
too the poor Hebrew copy of the Babylonian laws revels the absolute idiocy of their deity since the 
unintelligent writer is incapable of writing an intelligent and wise character - as much as those endless flaws of 
‘design’ and defects of the human body show beyond any doubt the inexistence of any creator, so too the 
worthlessness of all moralist laws of religions do the same evidenciating their origin. 


183 


Just as all the world wanted to crush Nabis, and yet he could not be crushed without destroying all 
Lakedaimon so that wise Titus sagaciously choose to weaken him depriving him of any power to 
injure others rather than force unto the city a remedy too strong for it that would rather make it 
perish in the very process of recovering its liberty'’; just as with cancer we do not focus on an 
absolute cure from the disease, but are forced to aim at remission and control of it as the 
treatment for the total extermination of the disease would most often be more harmful and 
impairing to the body than the disease itself. 


Criminal law, too, has no purpose but to find the optimal solution to an awful situation. 


And the only way to do that is by analysing every case; the effects of each decision not on the 
individual, but on society being sadly deprived of his skills or happily freed from his threats - and 
some mindless law that merely analysis the act itself with a fixed penalty regardless of all other 
even more relevant factors is no different from trying to end diseases by applying the same 
medicine or treatment to all. 


Laws are not made for their own good just so that they can be followed; nor for that meaningless 
revenge to satisfy some sense of justice - they are not some end goal, but means. They are 
instituted for the sake of the State; for the sole purpose that they will bring benefits to its 
inhabitants. 


And if they fail to fulfil that purpose, and rather become harmful to the State, they have to be 
promptly destroyed; as truly is the case of our barbarous modern constitutions based solely on 


moralist guesswork. 


That should be obvious and for a good part of the world we no longer follow that insanity of 
believing some ancient hard-coded law as absolute and unquestionable, although many nations 
still do, but something quite akin to it still happens as the study of ‘laws’ today deals not on any 
such science of how to enact good laws or improve the existing ones; but deal with discussing over 
fine-print, wordplays and all such disgusting buffoonery that the vile advocating lawyer class trains 
to do - abusing technicalities and being delighted more than in anything else to find some loop 
hole where they can pass wrongs as rights and cripple the authority of the State by blatantly and 
lawfully stealing both the public and private wealth. 


Look back at the example of the house that hinders the construction of a road and feels entitled 
to ask for compensantion thousands of times the value of that property; and how no State of any 


“’ “Nec ignarus huius habitus animorum Quinctius, si sine excidio Lacedaemonis fieri potuisset, fatebatur 
pacis cum tyranno mentionem admittendam auribus non fuisse: nunc, cum aliter quam ruina grauissimae 
cluitatis opprimi non posset, satius uisum esse tyrannum debilitatum ac totis prope uiribus ad nocendum 
cuiquam ademptis relinqui quam intermori uehementioribus quam quae pati possit remediis ciuitatem sinere, 
in ipsa uindicta libertatis perituram.” 
- Ab Urbe Condita, From the Founding of the City, XXXIV: 49. 
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sound policy would give that worthless member of its society anything more than punishment for 
that harm he is causing to society - and yet the legislations of today would help him to sue the 
government and have his way.” 


If they abuse the wording of some injurious law or constitution written by some ignorant fool then 
it is just made clear we have to erase and get rid that stupidity that is the product of pure 
whimsical guesswork of his preconceived notions rather than binding ourselves to follow it as 
some sacrosanct divine commandment; and equally deal with that abuser and the vile lying scum 
that currently finds himself immune from all consequence at spewing the greatest blasphemies 
and lies for the sake of his criminal client. 


This sorry states of affair truly reminds us of the most degenerate state the Rome Republic with its 
tribunes and the Athenian with its demagogues and dicasts™; and on the little head of progress we 
might have made by pure experimental experience we are then inferior to the most uncouth 
lawless barbarian for they at least understand good sense and will not enforce some detrimental 
action against themselves because of some distortion or abuse of some wording of a law - it is 
hard to get any intellectually and morally worse than mindlessly following some paper for our own 
disadvantage and general infelicity while intentionally denying the profit of fair Reason. 


Consider a four-panel comic famous in some groups; on which there is a deer posing for a 
photograph on the scope of a rifle so that when the hunter goes near the dying animal it says that 
the hunter can pose magestically too, but that there is something very wrong with his camera. 


That is, obviously, some anti-hunting campaign made by some self-professed, and very ignorant, 
animal lovers. 


But then we ask; if that animal Hou or Ou? Does it live apart from all the economy of nature? 


Much the contrary they consume and destroy plants all the time; and differently from civilized 
humans they do not have preservatives - through their own lack of control and foolishness they 
have more offspring than what it is possible to sustain and on their competition for food they 
make others starve to death, but not before desolating the entire environment and causing a 
catastrophe not only upon the plants but upon themselves and every other animal there too. 


'S Or imagine those most ridiculous tales of such sue process being successful by the pure perfidy of lawyers 
and their clients; as the case of Redbull being sued for ‘promissing they would grow wings’ forcing the 
company to pay compensation and even change its slogan - much more than just a ridiculous joke of a Nation, 
those legislation uphold the laws for their own sakes with not a thought about its true purpose of being an 
advantage, not a burden, to society. 


™ And how that sophistry of lawyers so infuriated Plato; just like today abusing the badly written laws for their 
own gain, and detriment of the State, since the judges, just like today, are bound to that worthless constitution 
above all Reason and good sense. 
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And so we took wolves by helicopter to Yellow Stone for the sole purpose of them killing such 
uncontrolled animals and save the environment; and so too we frequently kill millions of camels 
in Australia, or declare war at emus, for leaving them alive is a much greater catastrophe to every 


other living being than the slaughter of millions of those. 


And so it is worth nothing to observe the environment if we also do not actively take action to 
shape it and keep its balance; a hunter who voluntarily goes out killing animals that are abounding 
is no less important than the environmentalist who saves animals who are on the edge of 
extinction - and the one who keeps the balance preventing extinction is even more important 
than that one who after the collapse comes to rebuild and replant when it is already impossible to 
restore it to its previous form. 


On the same way that some well-intentioned and good-hearted person decides to release their pet 
on nature and plant some new plant species or that even for their own gain puts an end to every 
forest fire; but the result is the desolation caused by such invasive species which others now have 
to save nature by exterminating the invader and that they have to cause constant forest fires to 
maintain the cycle of trees and get rid of the accumulation of flammable material so that it may 
not come to happen the eventual catastrophic forest fire that they good intention above would 


“ause. 
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Good intentions are not something wrong nor despicable, but neither are hunters and killers 
just as the act of ‘acting’ is neutral so too no action partakes of any perfect Platonic form of the 
virtue of ‘good’ or ‘evil’ being intrinsically bad or good" - it is the foolishness with which the 
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yopis TE TOUTHOV THs TAEioTUs NLiv ényeitat TOV TEpiTEtElOv, Ody VITOTIEIc aitiav Kai TPOTOV TOIC 
ywonévoig, dv yapic ott! éeeiv ebrAywc obt' OpyileoOar KaONKdvtWSs Svvatov én’ Oddevi TAV 
ovpBatvovtov. él tic evVOPOTMv od Sewov Tysitat THTTEDAAL TODS EAEvBEPOUG; GAM SLLwG, dv LEV Gpyov 
Adikov YElpOv TAY Tig TodTO, Sucaiwcs Kpivetat TeTovOévar: éav 5' Eri StopO@oet Kai pabhoEt tadtO TODTO 
yivyTOl, TPOCETL KAI TITS Kai YAPITOS Oi THTTOVTES TOs EAEvBEPOUS KELODVTAL. Kai [NIV TO YE TOUS TOAITAS 

OToKtewbvat péylotov doéPypa TiPETOL Kai pEyiotwv GELov TpooTiLwV: KaiTOL YE TPOMavas O Lév TOV 
KAETTHV 7] LOLYOV GoKTEivas b0dc EoTIV, 0 5é TOV TPOdOTHV 7} TOPAVVOV TIL@V Kai TPOESpPEias TUYYGVEL 
Tapa Taw. odtws Ev TaVTi TO TEAOG KEiTAL TII¢ SLA WEwWS UTEP TOUTHV ODK EV TOIC TEAODLLEVOIG, GAM Ev 
Taic aitiaic Kai TpoaIpécEot TOV TPATTOVTMOV Kai Taic ToUTV Siapopaic.” 

- Iotopiot MoAvBiov, Histories from Polybius, I, where he thus criticizes mentioning a deed while omitting 
the cause since then one cannot feel the proper indignation or pity to any such described acts; as it vile to all 
that a person should be attacked, but then felt as only just when it was a response to violence and even praised 
when done for correction and discipline. Just as killing a citizen is a heinous crime with the highest penalties, 
yet killing a bandit leaves one guiltless of any punishment and one who kills a traitor, tyrant or the enemy 
receives gratitude and hornour instead; so that the says that the final judgement does not depend on the thing 
done, but on the cause, on which of course he is wrong as the logical principle behind is rather that actions are 

not inherently good or bad, but only the results they produce are worth of any account. 


“And the science of them is the true and only moral philosophy. For moral philosophy is nothing else but 
the science of what is good and evil in the conversation and society of mankind. Good and evil are names that 
signify our appetites and aversions, which in different tempers, customs, and doctrines of men are different: 
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action 1s performed, by the incapacity of judgment of what is fitting for the situation, that leads to 
undesirable disasters. 


Such foolish comic, then, spreads the stigma against such action itself as intrinsically bad; it 
proliferates intolerance and ignorance instead of furnishing the knowledge which would allow one 
to judge between good and evil so that he knows the time to kill and the time to plant - it is an 
image which reveals the extreme stupidity of its author and instead of contributing to save the 
environment as it is supposed to be it is the opposite a hindering to the efforts that truly advance 
the Cause and to the education of the masses in comprehending how the world works and what 
must be made in each situation. 


That is the flaw of such acephalous propaganda which is just incitation of hate and simplistic 
antagonism fuelled by ignorant prejudice; not only hurtful to the Cause of protecting the 
environment by making its followers dumber, but also gathering odium to itself and thus 
alienating others prospect collaborators from the Cause. 


Thus, too, those who enforce hard-coded laws that link some past event to some fixed 
punishment are traitors to their own cause of directing humankind to a better future. 


When it was a crime for women to not have their bodies fully covered on the beach, or how 
mindless Islam upholds today, was it because they were dumber then? What was their 
Justification? What passed through their minds when they decided that it was criminal for women 
to show their knees at a beach? They, the governing body of worthless men by popular vote, 
merely ‘felt’ that such was ‘the right thing’; that was their sense of morality against such 
unthinkable ‘indecency’. And how does that change to our current law, where if you walk about 
naked it is again some unthinkable ‘indecency’ that will get you in jail? The severity and details 
have sligthtly changed in the west, but the law is exactly the same for the same worthless reasons 


and diverse men differ not only in their judgement on the senses of what is pleasant and unpleasant to the 
taste, smell, hearing, touch, and sight; but also of what is conformable or disagreeable to reason in the actions 
of common life. Nay, the same man, in diverse times, differs from himself; and one time praiseth, that is, 
calleth good, what another time he dispraiseth, and calleth evil: from whence arise disputes, controversies, and 
at last war. And therefore so long as a man is in the condition of mere nature, which is a condition of war, 
private appetite is the measure of good and evil: and consequently all men agree on this, that peace is good, 
and therefore also the way or means of peace, which (as I have shown before) are justice, gratitude, modesty. 


equity, mercy, and the rest of the laws of nature, are good; that is to say, moral virtues; and their contrary vices, 
evil. Now the science of virtue and vice is moral philosophy; and therefore the true doctrine of the laws of 
nature is the true moral philosophy. But the writers of moral philosophy, though they acknowledge the same 
virtues and vices; yet, not seeing wherein consisted their goodness, nor that they come to be praised as the 
means of peaceable, sociable, and comfortable living, place them in a mediocrity of passions: as if not the 
cause, but the degree of daring, made fortitude; or not the cause, but the quantity of a gift, made liberality.” 
- Leviathan I: XV. 
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which lead only to meaningless suffering and waste of resources rather than any improvement to 
our lives. 


When we chemically castrated Turing; was that wrong ‘just because’ it was some absolutely stupid 
law for not purpose but increasing the suffering of the people, as an ‘outdated’ law against 
homosexuality? 


It was, again, the stupidity of how they created that law; the worthless moralism of that such a 
person who did such an act ‘should’ then suffer as punishment just to please their hatred - what is 
no different from our irrational hard-coded law that some murder should meet some fixed 
punishment just because they feel that is ‘right’ and ‘what they deserve’ rather than any thought 
about the consequences that each choice will bring to the future of humankind. 


Most people should be feeling some mindless hatred at those words and that some violent 
murder is nothing like that law against ‘harmless sexual choices’; yet that same hatred would be 
felt by society back then if you dared to question their irrational beliefs - those worthless feelings, 
begotten by your cultural indoctrination, are not, as I have endeavoured this entire treaty to 
demonstrate, any basis for judgement of what is to be done. 


Any worthy judgement is made purely by Reason; and we have nothing more than Logic when 
arguing to demonstrate why some choice or another is the best we can make. 


Monkeys also get enraged by their sense of justice; if one is given less food than some other it will 
complain and they will take action if they see some monkey stealing from some other - the 
injustice done to others tickles their empathy so greatly it is as if done to themselves. And thus 
they thirst to gratify their vengeance with no thought or reasoning behind it. 


Let us take some extremely violent example; which merely appeal to sentimentalism, so great a 
fallacy, and in nothing changes the immutable reality of that all-encompassing logical principle 
devoid of exceptions. 


While reading the Iliad in a certain café owned by a friend of mine, I suffered some casual 
question either from him or from his brother-in-law; they were triggered at some news shared on 
their chat group about rapists and that ‘even the guy that goes on about human rights’ already 
knows that the rapist will be raped in prison so that the rapist will likely kill himself - so that then 
they ask me what I think that should be done to rapists. 


I answer ‘it depends’; as truly is the only correct answer to most things. 


At that the brother-in-law laughs at a high pitch unable to control his sudden rage, but as he is 
about to say something at me my friend puts his hand telling him to be quiet before saying that he 
also agrees that it depends; so that he now reforms his question and asks me what should be done 
then to a guy who rapes his own infant daughter. 
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To which I repeat that ‘it depends’. 


The brother-in-law goes hysterical on his uncontrolled laughter and my friend enraged as 
depends ON WHAT??’. 


To which I answer ‘of whom it is’. 


The laughing guy manages to go even higher as he falls upon a table and now I too join him 
laughing at them; meanwhile my friend just looks at me quietly before saying that his body even 
started shaking with rage after hearing a thing like that - at which point no more questions were 


asked. 


That aversion to my answer is Just what most would expect, but at this point you surely know what 
exact science I had on my mind when I answered; that reality is not so black and white to so 
stupidly some absolute law overrule all other factors that ought to be considered - that is, that it is 
not a question about what would gratify his taste for renvence on some shallow morals, but what 
will bring the best final outcome. 


That is something those monkeys cannot possibly understand; and thought all of human history I 
have not yet seen any code of law or ruler able to grasp even the most basic concept of legislation 
- we have not been any little better than the most savage quadrumana. 


At that time I thought about a modern example; even more relevant to him personally since his 
wife would need a cessarian soon, and rather than reasoning the masses can only see their own 
situation and feelings. The example I left unsaid, since I was certain it would lead to altercations 
rather than any understanding, was about the fathers of computation so crucial to our modern 
world of technology; about what would happen if one such crucial piece were to thus rape his own 
infant daughter on her cradle. 


Supposing we turned a blind eye, for the sake of simplicity leaving Just impunity, we would have 
our modern world as it is. 


Supposing we applied that absolute unwielding law we would have killed him or done some other 
greater atrocity that would render him useless to society; so that our technology today would be 
on the very least less advanced - to which, as said, just fifty years ago humankind was half its 
current size and such growth is only possible due to the new technologies which sustain the food, 
energy and health of the people. Without such things there might have been born even more 
people since rather than the modern condition of a high investment in one or two offsprings they 
would be the traditional families with fifteen children as many would die on birth or on their 
infancy be it by the impossibility of feeding them all with the inneficient hard work of producing 
food primitively or from any infection and disease one got; so that even if we wanted to grow and 
reach this current population, we would be kept down by our incapacity of so doing - the lack of 
such gigantic contruction of a father of computation would delay every computer, of which every 
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plane and machine depends, delaying all such agricultural, logistic, exchange of ideas besides all 
the genetic that without the modern equipment would not even exist just as with it would 
disappear most of our modern medicine. 


Such is the effect in just a few decades of such most foolish measure; more than just a more 
unconfortable life, it would be a source of much suffering incomparably greater than he himself 
caused - a suffering in the past, whih we cannot erase, and because of that we would inflict upon 
ourselves such infinitely more harmful punishment for some imaginary ‘deserved right’ to a girl 
who none would remember at all after those few decades between then and the present, but the 
lack of his contributions to the world would be monumental to humankind. 


Is that diseased future of more difficulties ‘the right choice’? Is that what laws are for? Is that what 
most benefits the future of humankind? 


Just as that ‘arithmetical equality’ in Economy is so utterly detrimental to society, since far from 
equal each individual contributes differently, so too is that dogma that ‘all are equal before the 
law’; when truly each is of different importance and forcing that arithmetical equality over them 
only leads to no improvement of life, but to further calamity. 


Naturally there is the very powerful factor of the social impact of such norms; in the society of 
today having rapists walking free after some slighty fine to their Authority in society or someone 
with a slave would rise the outcry of the entire world with our ‘cancel culture’, although as 
commonly known we lived with immense impunity both by politicians with their connections and 
the usual line that ‘if the law can be evaded with a fine then the law only exist for the poor’ - but 
far from insurmountable barriers those are just the modern dogmas, just as slavery was completely 
accepted throughout most of our history or how the death spectacles of gladiators that today 
would be so shocking where the fun that our Roman ancestors anxiously looked up to. 


So easily is that ‘human nature’ of empathy and adversion to some thing conquered by culture; 
and which culture is then readily shaped by its surroundings - that is, the moody whims and tastes 
of the people are only a factor on this shortest timescale of the immediate present. 


As society lets go of those worthless norms we today have we thus progress into a state where the 
people are less stupid so that they can actually understand the purpose of law and the 
consequence of their actions; that it is not to please anyone nor just to dish punishment for the 
sake of punishment, but that they aim to what is of benefit for most”. 


"Nulla lex satis commoda omnibus est: id modo quaeritur, si maiori parti et in summam prodest." 
- Ab Urbe Condita, From the Founding of the City, XXXIV: 4. 
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On the beginning it perhaps seemed like I was about to talk of some violent brutality of 
punishment, as when I mentioned of how benefitial and good for society for the train to run over 
five criminals rather than over empty tracks, but then I let out this plot twist where I actually 
defend the impunity, or rather much less harsh punishment, of some; now, however, let us go 
back to that ultimate punishment, as it is also an important factor in society - and this misuse in 
this area is so greatly that being implemented straight away the absolute benefits would still dwarf 
any meaningless consternation and protest of our acephalous modern culture. 


Killing, as aforementioned, is already a benefit; in contrast with feeding criminals in some locked 
room, but is that the best use we can make of that scum of society - merely spending our 
resources to hunt down and eliminate them? 


Freedom of knowledge is necessary for the development of mental faculties and thus the 
improvement of the State; that is a giant problem on those authoritharian States that try to control 
every aspect of life, as that fantastical one of Plato or the nightmare-come-true that is Communism 


as in modern China, since allowing those ‘undesirable truths’ out will also increase dissidence 
making the people harder to control, but that is seeing it as a cost and trouble - crime is solved by 


having a demand for it. 


For example as Order would so greatly improve on ancient States when there was a shortage of 
slaves; since then citizens would be scrutinized in their lawful conduct - hunting down criminals 
was not just the costly elimination of neutralizing some detriment, but some actual benefit and 


gain to the State, and private individuals, in doing so. 


And while for most of human history that was indeed the reality of the States, so well Selected as 
some wonderful idea that so greatly increased the fitness of that State, today we can do even better. 


It is incredible human medicine attained this level without relying on human experiments, but 
such imaginary ‘moral’ stupidity is a plague to progress as much as the idea of dead bodies being 
impure so all of medicine was crushed by the church for two millenia and so much more than ten 
thousand times the suffering and harm is caused by mantaining that norm from their fantasies for 
purely imaginary aims; instead killing people for crimes entirely wasting it for petty useless feelings 
of vengeful ‘justice’ or consuming the public resources to maintain that harmful defict to society as 
a useless caged animal are awful measures to any State - using them, then, both advances 


humankind preventing incalculable suffering for humanity as it saves the very resources of the 


State to be used in more fruitful endeavours while increasing security by getting rid and hunting 
that the criminal diseases. 


Not only an endeavour that will so much strength this most greater good of medicine, but using of 
that niche which instead is costing much purely to go to waste. 
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The RNA vaccine for Covid is a monumental work too grand for the common mind to 
comprehend the magnitude of the feat; it came out in months because of the desperate global 
efford, but sadly drugs usually come out in decades - there is strictiest regulation on every of the 
many phases of trial, as correctly so as we have seen many times last century the horrid effects of 
careless regulations upon drugs released on the market, but by the time we hear of a research it is 
most often some almost worthless correlation rather than solidy science showing an exact 
mechanics through which the causes create the effects or that it shew effects in mice with the 
caveat that ‘mice are not humans’. 


Tests directly on humans would instantly show the answer of what today takes meaninglessly 
roundabout decades of theory; and so much more it would show furthering our knowledge of the 
human body regardless of the drug working as intended or not - the refusal to use humans is even 
worse than if we were to comply to the braindead calls against using mice in science, a such 
destructive choice to the future and progress of humankind taken for the sake of some unreal 
moralistic fantasy. 


And there is no difference between the squeak of a mouse and the cries of a human; we have now 
long discovered that we are not made to the image of some deity and that neither is nature at our 
feet being created for our sake at our disposal with we being the only holy thing - we are just 
animals and ‘suffering’ in both cases is a mere chemical reaction that can be turned off with the 
cutting of a wire, a nerve, but which purpose of doing so is meaningless. 


And while we breed rats, and many other things, just for that purpose we ignore the most valuable 
subjects being either slaughtered to be thrown in the trash or left uselessly idle in a cell; 
prolonging this acursed diseased state of ours while using our resources to our own detriment in 
such worthless measures against crime - this apex of stupidity, and the empire that the mindless 
Renaissance fantasies still hold upon the mind of virtually all, appals me beyond what I can 
properly put down in words. 


It is like seeing a world where the Dao won and forced its ideals upon all; seeing virtue and the 
arts being called ‘evil’ and ‘immoral’ when those exact arts are what saves us from this sad 
conditions, but also when their imaginary rightousness are catastrophic ever worsening our own 
situation. 


If all persons were good it could rise the question about our purpose as a society when faced with 
the question of experiment with innocents; losing their little contribution for the greater good of 
all - but that is far from our situation and there is no question about getting rid of the crimical 
scum that being left free or kept jailed is a detriment to society, and how infinitely better if rather 
than all just waste it could make them the most productive endeavour we have. 


Having dealt with that critic of the meaningless revenge, we arrive at this other idea that if we put 
some really awful punishment then people will not commit the crime; above I have mentioned 
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how infinitely better to society it is to get the greatest benefit from their usage, rather than that 
wasteful show of terror, and now I will deal with how that terror is as meaningless as that mindless 
revenge. 


“Indeed some laws are frightening and it is a true conlusion that it will evoke dread on people. 
But what must we think of the one who throws away his weapons and flee from battle or all suh 
duty he eases to fulfil? Should he suffer the terrible law too? Do we hink that he has excess of 
bravery? Or the opposite, of cowardice? How then does giving him more dread is benefitial to 
him or hinder those who already fail due to fear from failing? And who attaks his brother or 
friend, does he not do so on the heat of the moment by not controlling his rage? And does not an 
adulter commits his mistake due to uncontrolled sexual desire? The miser who does not 
contribute and who steals and the profligate who spends in excess with every vice; the slothful who 
does not work and the ambitious who for honours causes ruin and tries to do more than he is 
able to - does not the stupid wrongly guides by being ignorant and the con-man does so for his 
advantage by being smarter than those who follow him? 


Who then does ‘more dread’ will end crimes? Does not one needs more bravery and to the 
reckless more cowardice? More self-control and temperance and moderation? They commit 
crimes due to their lack of certain virtues; not by any lack of fear.” 

That pretty demonstration of ‘virtues’ is the critic that Aristotle makes against such brutality and 
harshness of laws, although I cannot remember the exact location of it right now, correctly arguing 
that they should be a way to improve society, and not for the people to vent their petty revenge; 
although he does takes some crimes, as of heresy, to be deserving solely of punishment as in the 
end he falls to the meaninglessness of upgolding those Platonic norms of ‘right’ and ‘wrong’ - 


“eva 5! Aptotopayov, si Kai undév sic Tob Ayatovc étEpov Tuaptev, Kata YE TiV TOD Biov Tpoaipeow Kai 
Ti sic TaTpisa Tapavopiay Ttijg WEylotys GElov Kpivw Tiwwpiac. KaiTEp 0 ovyypagEds BovAdpEvOs adgEw 
adtod THY S6Eav Kai TapactHoADIa Tos AKovOVTUs sig TO LAAAOV adTH ovvayavakteiv EQ! oic TAaVEv Ob 
LLOVOV ADTOV OrOL yeyovéval TUPAWoV, GAAG Kai Ex TYPAVVOV TepuKEval. TAUTHS 5é LEtC@ KaTHyopiav 7 
TaKpotépav ovd' Gv simeiv padsios Sbvait' obdsic. ado yap Tobvona TEpleyel THV GosPEoTaTHV Eupaow Kai 
Tdouc TepletAnge tus év GvOparToIs Gdikias Kai Tapavoniac. Apiotopayos 5' si Tic SEwotatac UTELEWE 
TILMpidc, OG ObTds OTOL, SM ody ikaviv EaxKev Siknv Was Nusgpac.” 
- Iotopiat HoAvBtov, Histories from Polybius, I, where thus rabit Polybius declares that all punishment of 
torture or what else it is said that has befallen Aristomachos is not enough to expiate his crimes ‘of a single 
day’; ‘as the name of Tyrant carries with it all forms of the most evil things’. 


“tO 8' GKOAOVBOV Kai TO Tig ioTOpias iStov GoEiAEV, TOV EraIvov Kai TH EX GyAI® uvyNv Tov aEoAdyov 
Tpoapécewv. Kaitou y' suTt0d@v Ty.” 

- Iotopiot HoAvBtov, Histories from Polybius, II, so greatly falling his duty as a historian and much otherwise 
declaring that such a duty is to comment his own moral views condening with insults or honouring with praises 
the characters of History; showing only the shallowness of his intellect in opining in the ‘nobleness’ of things 
with his meaningless beliefs of imaginary aims just to waste our time rather than describing the due facts of 
History or commenting some proper learned tactical analisys of the situations at hand with the effects it had 
on the future instead of how ‘gallant’ was the death of some general foolishly charging athwart the enemy. 
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rather than going all the way that the purpose of laws is to, always", deliberate what will lead to the 
best future. 


That is not to say that we are to become tender-hearted and ruled by mindless emotion as we see 
their present distress; nor are we to recall as nearly as possible how we suffer and how we would 
have given anything to crush them back then" - we rather have to not betray our own cause of 
making a better future than the one we are thus beset by these calamities. 


“From the earliest time all kinds of States have used of death penalty for their most impious 
crimes, or even for puny ones; and from all kinds of tortures humankind as run out of new 
horrors to try to inflict as punishment, but it still failed to contain crime and revolt. Can we then 
discover some terror more dreadful than death, since death is clearly no prevention for crimes? 
Rather then no one commits a crime believing that he will be caught; the risks are diminished and 
the rewarded enlarged by his hopes of success - he is not thinking about failure, but prepared for 
success. Further men are lured into disregarding all danger as they are driven by poverty and 
misery, making them reckless and bold, as much as the insolence and pride, which makes them 
greedy and confident; so too to the other various passions so that led by Desire they contrive 
plans with Hope so that those ghosts prevail over the possible dangers at every opportunity - how 
impossible then, and a show of absolute foolishness, to think that when human nature decided to 
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attempt something the rigours of law and terrors can divert them from attempting it. 
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Hic 5é ob SucaCdpE0a Tpdc adbtovs, Hote THV Sikaiwv deiv, GAAG PovAevdpeba Trepi adtav, Stra 
ypnotpacs éovot.” 

- Iotopia tov HeAorownoiaKod Hodépov, History of the Peloponnesian War, II: XLIV, where thus he 
differentiate the law courts of judging ‘justice’ for citizens and the laws to deal with foreigners in considering 
rather ‘what is most useful to do’, but which of course I say that expendiency is the only purpose of law and 
not those imaginary aims, and terrible results, of Platonic ‘justice’. 


™ MI obv Tpoddtat yévnoOs DUdV adTaV, yevousvot 8 Sti éyyOtata TH yvOuN tod TécxEW Kai cc TPO 
Tavtos av Etyoaos adbtovds yepaoaoblat, vdv avtamddotE LUI] LaAaKLOVEvTES TPG TO TapOV adTIKa LNdé 
TOD EMIKPELAOVEVTOG ToTE SEtvOd GUVNLOVOdVTES. KOAGOaTE 5é AEiMs TOUTOUG TE Kai TOIG GAAOIC CULLAXOIS 
TApaderypLa, capes KaTASTIOUTE, So Av dEPLoTiTAL, Oavatw CHuIwodpEVOV. T65E YUP iv yvOouv, ooo TOV 
TOAELIOV KLEATOAVTES TOIs DLETEPOIS AdTAV pLayetoVEe SvpayoIc.” 
- Iotopia tov HeAorowvyoiaxod Todépov, History of the Peloponnesian War, II: XL, the advice of 
perfidious Cleon. 
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Ev ovv toi TOAECL TOAAMV Oavatov Cniat TpdKEwwrtal, Kai ObK iow THSE, GAN EAaCGOVaV 
GLApTHUATOV: Sums dé TH EATIdt EraipdpEvot Kwdvvevovol, Kai obdeic TH KATAYVODS EavTOD [11] 
TepléccoOar TO smPovAsbuati NAVEv éc TO SEwvov. TOA TE APLoTALEVN Tis TO Hoow Tf SoKiost Exovoa Tv 
Tapaokeviy 7 Oikeiav 7] GAA@v Evppayia tovtm eexeipnoev; Te~dKaoi te dravtEs Kai idsia Kai SnpLooia 
Gpaptavew, Kai obk ott VOpLOG doTic deipEEet TobTOV, érei StEtEANAvNaot ye 51a TACHV TOV CypUdv ot 
&vOpwroi TpootWEévtsc, et TMS Hooov ddiKkoivto HT TOV KaKObpyav. Kai sikds 10 THAGL TOV LEyioTMV 
GSIKNLATOV LOAUKwTEPAS KEioAaI AdTAC, TapaBatvonLév@v dé TO YPOVO Ec TOV DévatOV ai TOAAAL 
avHKOVOL: Kai TODTO SLMS TapaPaivetat. i] Toivvv SEtOTEpOv TL TOUTOV SéOG EDPETEOV EoTiV i] TOdE YE 
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As I write this there is a faction war happening openly, on which a policeman was killed some two 
weaks ago so that now the police force entered the war, on the capital of my state of Bahia; we 
from the surrounding cities hear about the daily massacres and everyone knows, and mostly 
aprove, that contrary to the official law the police is intentionally killmg many just to get rid of 
them without reporting. 


But of course the causes for turning to banditry are not affected in the least; rather misery and 
hatred are increased thus so that everyone knows that some other criminals will be happy to take 
the place of the old ones - that is exactly the case even if there was not the nation-wide crime 
organizations that compete for the supremacy of the trafficking in each state. 


Simply put the causes, that environment that thus selects for the specialization into banditry, is not 
treated in the least by our acephalous measures; sitting by a certain caffeteria of my liking where I 
do much of my reading it has often became the topic of commentaries to mention the daily news 
of deaths on each side of the conflict, and then the approval for the lawless actions of the police 
killing them is followed by the hopeless complaints that it will just alleviate it for a moment as 'a 
solution is impossible’ - and no functional mind disagrees that the lawless killings are indeed better 
than the official law in which they are sent to jail which are ruled over completely by factions so 


ovdév Emioyet, GAN 1 pév TEevia, GvayKY TH TOALAV Tapéyovoa, 1 6’ EE0voia bBpet tiv TAcoveEiav Kai 
opovypatt, ai d’ GAA Evvtvyiat Opyi] THV AvOpaTIOV ws ExcoTH TIG KaTEXETAL DT AVHKEOTODV TLVOG 
KpEiooovos EFtyovow &¢ TOs KIvdbvoOUG. T] TE ETc KAI 6 Epwc Ei TaVvTI, O Lév NyobLEVOG, 1 6’ EMETOLEVN, 
kai 6 pév TH EmPovAry Ex~povtiCov, 1 é tiv EbvTOpiay Tic THYNS DTOTIWEIC, TAEiota PAGTTOVOL, Kai 
bvta GOaVi KPEioow ETI TOV OPOHEVOV SEWAOV. Kai N THYN ET ADTOIC ODdSEV EAGOOOV EvUPGAAETAL Es TO 
éttaipew: adoKHtHS yap éotI StE Taplotapévy Kai Ex TOV DTOSEEoTépHV KivduveEdeELv TIVE TpotyEl, Kai ODY 
TOooVv Tis TOAEIc, 6ow TEpi TOV LEyioTOV TE, EAevDEpiac 7} GAA@V Apis, Kai peta TavtMOV EKACTOS 
Ghoytotac Emi TAEOV TL AbTOV E50EQOEV. ATADS te GSVVATOV Kai TOAAIs EvINOEIaAG, SoTIs OleTaI TIS 
avOpawrtetas PVOEWS OPL@LLEVYS TPODDLWGS TL TPAEar GoTpoMv Tiva Exe 1 VOLOV ioxdL 7] GAA THO Sew. 
Odkovv xpi) obtE Tod Davatov TH Cnpia ac éyeyybo TMotevdoavtac YEipov PovAsdoaoOat odTE GvEéATTIOTOV 
KOTAOTHOAL TOig ATOOTHOLW wc OdK ~oTAL HETAYVOVaL Kai StL Ev BpayvTato tiv duwaptiav KataAdoat.” 
- Iotopia tov [eAorownowaxod Hodépov, History of the Peloponnesian War, HI: XLV-XLVI. 


“kai yap kai ddeia Egaiveto abtoic, Eyevopévoic Ev Tis APnvaiwv SuvépEems Emi Tooodtov bon botEepov 
die@avn, 10 5é TASOV PovAroet Kpivovtes dougel F Tpovoia doar, ciwOdtEc oi GVvOPwmOL OD LEV 
émOvpodot EATIS1 GEploKEeTrtH Siddvai, 6 Sé LN Tpooievtat Aoytoua adtoKpatopt S1wOeio#a1.” 

- Iotopia tov HeAorownotiaKod Hodépov, History of the Peloponnesian War, IV: CVIII, where a little later 
he beautifully says that the judgement of men are led by their wishes rather than caution; so that they trust in 
their Hope with no reflection of foresight, but rather they reject to even arbitrate about that which they do not 
want to think about. 


Which I need only to conclude that the only solution is fighting both that misery that drives then as crushing 
all Hope of impunity, not by terrors; just as to make use of that as an opportunity and derive infinitely more 
value from that than just a worthless show of horrific savagery - a niche for the usage of those criminals and 
what our modern surveillance capacities have long made possible if the people were not too mindless to 
rather safety than their ‘right of privacy’ in not being seen on the street, simple measures which will leaves us 


wanting more criminals and not finding enough. 
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that even the pettiest criminal is forced to join one or die, often called a ‘factory of organized 
crime' rather than a place where any improvement can be attained, and from which they will soon 
be released back to pester society. 


It is so tragic that it is comical the height of stupidity of such government, and which is the 
standard around the world; their mismanagement spend hard-earned ressource to raise millions 
of criminals - paying to increase misery and feeling holy about their magnanimous and merciful 
ways, seeing just their own sanctified norms of moral rather than the resultant effects they have in 
actual reality. 


Any can say that the old savage laws, as the policemen are illegally doing, are better than our 
modern ways, but that is a rather superfluous line since our modern laws are so insane and 
detrimental that it would be impossible to thus feed the feasteting disease of millions worse-than- 
worthless humans before our current might of mass production; rather than point the obvious, 
that it is worse, we have to ask ‘why is it worse?’, and then at the savage draconian laws we follow 
on asking ‘is that then the best possible measure?’ - which budding insights of science will lead us 
to find these same answer as in biology or in economy with all other human disciplines, of 
tangible results of improvement and good coming only from those exact measures that thus select 
for what is most benefitial. 


As literal trash and faeces which caused horrible pestilences and damage to human health being 
then a painful cost to shove that pollution somewhere far from us, but which as means of 
recycling and of fertilization became known we now seek those to the point that some have to 
import from outside the trash of others; so too the pestilence of crime is only a harm to society 
because we thus spend greatly to simply try to crush it so that it stops hurting us, but only a proper 
advantageous niche of using that human scum for some purpose will make us have a shortage of 
criminals and that it would be better if we had some more. 


Having dealt on these long themes of how law should be enacted for the good of society, rather 
than the gratification of savagery, about the due usage of those human beings we are forced to 
separate from society we arrive then at this final point; in actually preventing crime from 
happening in the first place, since we have seen the show of horror to be a worthless check to that. 


What government will use its resources to uphold the right of criminal organizations of 
communicating and transacting their deeds in privacy and safety? Those of our modern world 
only. Once upon a time gatherings needed to communicate in mass were extremelly hard things 
to do unnoticed and safely while trusting others to rely criminal information was so very 
dangerous to all parties involved and a time-consuming endeavour; today they are not only 
instantaneous, but also with the absolute safety of private anonimacy - that is what menssaging 
applications provide them and what the people, who control the government, defends. 
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Most crimes will not even be found, much less prevented, without survaillance and it is clear how 
imperative it is to scan every message in order to check organized crime, which has been allowed 
to become so great a force within modern countries; a task truly impossible just a few years back, 
although much could have been done by storing all such communication and searching key terms 
over that data, and which now can be cheaply done with the fine-tuning of backpropagation in 
multi-layred decision-making, ‘neural’, networks - the more the State knows the more it can 
protect its citizen, be it from crime or accident or disease on individual levels or from economic 
troubles or infrastructural deficiencies or misuse of the public funds on the statual level, and 
obviously converselly the less the State knows the less capable it is. 


But I will cut this short and be straight with it; as you have now repeatedly seen my scientific 
reasoning and if by your preconcieved biases you doubt my words you now have the tools to 
, that 
is that it is utterly incomprehensible how people oppose having safe streets because they “do not 


prove its Truth to yourself - that all things are naked to him whom we have to pay our dues” 


want to be seen walking about in public’, oppose the surveillance of crime because they ‘do not 
want to have their messages read’ and oppose the most optimal hiring strategy and their own well- 
being because ‘it is discrimination for others to not hire me blind just having to trust my resume 


rather than concrete knowledge of my employment and behavioural records together with my 
health”. 


That is, the State has to know everything it can in order to be able to do the best it can; its 
knowledge and Power truly converge into one’”. 
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Kai odK EOTL KTIOIS GPAVIIG EVOMOV ADTOD- TAVTA SE YOLLVE KA TETPAYNALOHEVG. TOIG OPOGApOIc adTOD, 
TIpdc Sv Hiv 6 Adyos.” 

- Tpoc EBpatovc, To The Hebrews , IV: 13, for the familiar and beautiful wording, although that idea of the 

magical imaginary being watching and judging every deed as been dealt with a little before. 


'™ Besides the old mindless aversion to cameras on the street, as so ignorantly fantasized by the feeble intelect 
of Orwell, there is now an agressive trend of ‘privacy’ where virtual networks and the like are used to pass 
misleading data which is quite a national crime lying to the government, but the government itself, for its own 
detriment, protect those mindless rights of digital information collected for the individual, just as for medical 
information forcing companies to hire in blind ignorance and suffer the scam of now paying for the disease of 
others rather than use certain knowledge to hire the most fit for the job; even in sewage we can learn about 
antiotic-resistant bacteria, the eating habits of a population and the spreading of disiase in that area, but that 
same acephalous group above call upon their sacred dogma of ‘privacy’ and forced the government to become 
this useless dead-weight as the Power of knowledge, which would save us from those miseries, is offensive to 
them - a height of democratic licentiousness that dwarfs even that one Athenian lawless freedom criticized by 
Aristotle as quoted a fews pages ago. 


199 yor . . . . . . . . . . . T . 
“Scientia et potentia humana in idem coincidunt, quia ignoratio causae destituit effectum. Natura enim non 
nisi parendo vincitur: et quod in contemplatione instar causae est, id in operatione instar regulae est.” 
- Novum Organum Unus III. 
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That certain knowledge is the most basic condition for the correct distribution of rewards and 
punishments; and as implied on ‘meritocracy’ the good being robbed of their pay is equally 
hateful with the bad being reward for no good work - the felicity of the good and infelicity of the 
bad are the same goal, and it all starts with that absolute knowledge or we will not even be able to 
tell the two of them apart. 


And the unhappiness of foolish Philip was caused more by the success and survival of perfidious 


"0 


Perseus than the defeat and death of daft Demetrius.” 


We ceryainly do not want that Power, or any at all, in the hands of a bad government, as those 
Platonic communists which do aim at that or on the hands of the corrupt democratic demagogues 
of today who would promptly use it to seize tyranny crushing all opposing parties, but it too is the 
case that no government will be any good or fight off these evils of nature and society if it lacks 
Power; as all other measures it is not something proposed in front of our modern Senate to come 
into vigour amid this worthless present constitution, but an eventual, and inevitable, step as we 
progress in our ideal State governed by those qualified with the science to wield that Power so. 


At which point we descend back to that Platonic argument that no money or possession is 
inherently good; which has already been gone through on the previous chapter, but let us repeat it 
at some more easily tangible idea of Power as the dangers, and benefits, of acquiring more 
powerful tools - I mentioned how the surplus of money which allows some to open hospitals and 
schools also allow others to fall into the addiction of vices and sloth while today it is still 
controversial the topic of the understanding of the working of atoms allow to produce the cure to 
every disease and provides virtually endless energy for the modern human endeavours also allows 
for the building of world-ending bombs” so that instead of the also controversial topic of the 
freedom that allows some to contribute so greatly to the future of humankind also allows for this 
world-destroying licentiousness in unsustainable practices as we sadly behold today I will talk of 
what today cannot possibly be so, as about the iron both making swords as also making the tools 
to cultivate the ground. 


Some ancient authors criticized the discovery of iron as thus some unexplainable how the source 
of evil to humankind™ since it makes the most optimal and most pessimal instruments for human 


™ “Philippo redintegratus est luctus geminatusque; et infelicitatem suam in liberis grauiorem, quod alter 
(su)peresset, censebat.” 
- Ab Urbe Condita, From the Founding of the City, XL: 55. 
, g y; 


™ Funnily Concorcet also referred to gunpowder as ‘bombs that threatened to end the world’, but that instead 
allowed for better agriculture and development of humankind through new technologies. The actual quote is 
somewhere in his Sketch of humand history. 
™ “tov d& GkKLOVa Kai TV OPDPAV TOV TE THTOV Kai TOV avTiTUTOV, TOV 5é EFEAaDVOpLEVOV OfdNPOV TO TILA 
ET TMMATL KEipevov, KATH TOLOVSE TL EiKECOV, HG ETL KAKH AVOPOTODV oidNpoc &vedprtat.” 
- Iotopiat, Histories, I: 68. 
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life; being used for the best tools of work on our needed agriculture and to the building of our 
houses so that we are safer than ever, but also it is used to kill on war where with arrow and 
gunpowder we gave wings to the iron so that it can kill men more easily and faster - we soften it to 
form the most delicate pieces and cogs and on its hard form we cut and sculpt the thoughest of 
rocks so that iron rules over all”. 


“Thus when we excavate the earth for gold and gems and all riches or even iron which on 
belligerent matters is even more valuable than the said treasures and when after we perquire all 
her fibres and we live on the gapes of our excavation, where from time to time our sacred parent 
expresses her indignation trembling or opening such mouths, and when we find that she is not 
benign enough in presenting to us all her fertility and products of what is good for us we dig her 
viscera out to steal even what she kept hidden from us for it is not its time to be born yet and it is 
what destroys us what will be the result of us doing so for ages until we exhaust all she has and 
how far will our avarice penetrate before we decide that beseeching for the innocent and that they 
may see how much beatitude and delicacy is life in us having everything from the surface where 


99.204 


she gives us on our hand is worth nothing: 


Gaius Plinius attain such pitch of madness on this paragraph above on his indignation against 
miners that it is even hard to comment on it, but you have already seen the Daoist disease also 
blaming the tools for the problems; and how utterly detrimental for the human race would be to 
be forever stuck on the stone, or bronze or any other, age never progressing further for the reason 
that ‘better thus will allow us to cause more harm’ - or, on this case, ‘to show respect to nature 
and to not desecrate the sacrate mother earth’. 


“™ “Fiunt ex co optima, peflima vita inftrumenta, inquit Plinius, fiquidem ad agricultura opera, & adium 
coftructiones eo utimur, eodem ad bela, & cades, non cominus folum, fed miffili, volucrique: nam ut ocius 
mors perveniret ad hominem, alitem sillam fecit ipfe, & penas ferro dedit. Nos diverfas ferrit temperaturas 

edocebimus, & quomodo molle fiat, & durum, ut non folum ferrum, alia duriffima fecet, fed porphyreticum 
marmor ipfum infculpat. Estin fumma ferri vis rerum omnium domitrix.” 
- Magiz Naturalis XII, where Portae sings such a praise to iron. 


™ “Mfetalla nunc ipsaeque opes et rerum pretia dicentur, tellurem intus exquirente cura multiplici modo, 
quippe alibi divitiis foditur quaerente vita aurum, argentum, electrum, aes, alibi delictis gemmas et parietum 
lignorumque pigmenta, alibi temeritati ferrum, auro etiam gratius inter bella caedesque. persequimur omnes 
elus fibras vivimusque super excavatam, mirantes dehiscere aliquando aut intremescere illam, ceu vero non 
hoc indignatione sacrae parentis exprimi possit. imus in viscera et in sede manium opes quaerimus, tamquam 
parum benigna fertilique qua calcatur. et inter haec minimum remediorum gratia scrutamur, quoto enim 
cuique fodiendi causa medicina est? quamquam et hoc summa sui parte tribuit ut fruges, larga facilisque in 
omnibus, quaecumque prosunt. illa nos peremunt, illa nos ad inferos agunt, quae occultavit atque demersit, 
illa, quae non nascuntur repente, ut mens ad inane evolans reputet, quae deinde futura sit finis omnibus 
saeculis exhauriendi eam, quo usque penetratura avaritia. quam innocens, quam beata, immo vero etiam 
delicata esset vita, si nihil aliunde quam supra terras concupisceret, breviterque, nisi quod secum est!” 
- Naturalis Historia XXXII: 1. 
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And just as incomprehensible are the ignorant today fearing the growing Power of Science and 
complaining that the government should remain forever weak and worthless, for otherwise ‘it 
would be able to do him more harm than it can now’. 


Which criteria, thus, of who should wield that Power is our entire argument over again; that not 
by any guesswork of moralistic norms, as by ‘the right of vote’ from ignorant masses, but one that 
steams from that scientific method that is the only that can produce the desired results. 


My single point is that there is no perfect platonic form of goodness, nor any such inherent 
property, but that it depends entirely on who wields that power; then we converge again that virtue 
can only be intentional, that is that the proper wielding of power can only be done by those 
qualified for it - 


in Economy we have endeavoured to ascertain that way in which we obtain the greatest Power to 
the State, by moulding the environment to favour those desired niches, and in Politics we 
endeavour to get elected over economic matters a minister who 1s proficient in Economy and to 
makes the laws he who is proficient in Legislation, and so in every field we mould the political 
environment to favour those most qualified for the task in order to likewise select what is best for 
the State in maximizing its Power. 


This, naturally, has been a mere sketch, but from which we can clearly see how the principles of 
Legislation in nothing differ from Politics, Economy or all of Nature; our goal is not some 
imaginary aim of some arbitrary ‘Justice’, but as an exact science we merely ask ‘what is the best to 
society?’ and thus use Laws to build that social environment that will select for that good - namely, 
the increase of the Power of the State. 
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IV - The Mammalian Brain 


You might have enjoyed Economics, but then flinched at the critic of the democracy which is so 
sacred in the world today and perhaps then nearly fainted with cognitive dissonance at these 
completely new proposals of Legislation - even so this last chapter is the most controversial yet. 


I will endeavour to talk about something that even the greatest philosophers never cared to even 
try to defend; as it was, until very modern times, so sacred that unspokenly it was agreed to with 
no question or doubt convergently by all humankind - that is, the fantastical concept of ‘free will’. 


Truly the only manner to even suppose such a thing is by the old beliefs that we are made at the 
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image of the gods” and different from all animals and all else on this exact mechanical world we 


somehow have this freedom from the ‘laws of nature’; and with our Origin, and that of all species 
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likewise, known that baseless fantasy” was entirely disproven beyond any doubt - still some of the 
worst men of the last century introduced the Quantum cultism of ‘true randomness’ in the hopes 
of having something outside the ‘laws of nature’ and with no exact or order to it, so that they 


might comfort themselves with that then being the mechanism to allow ‘free will’. 


How that randomness of the ‘collapsing wave’ would allow us to have some kind of soul by giving 
the brain the power to defy the chemical concentrations and all of Physics to make its ‘own 
choices’ is impossible to explain, but supposing that worthless madness for a moment let us ask; 
when did homo sapiens break free from the ‘laws of physics’ to have that unexplainable 
mechanism of free will? 


Free will is said to be this ability of making choices and what makes us unique, but will we not 
make a different choice if we are under the effects of crack or heroin? What if we are drunk? If 


sai hill: Ree BWM, TIAA” 

- tf ARE: SKF], Huang Di Nei Jing: Suwen, XXV: | or #494272 iii, where it says how from the heavens 
and earth every being came into existence, but that none of those are superior to men; a nice convergence 
found too in Chinese ideas; while it is even superfluous to quote the infinite stances in western religion about 
the direct accounts of the gods themselves making humans to their likeness for any myriad of materials. 
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*° “Tf we examine the most celebrated and remarkable of the different theories which have been given 
concerning the nature and origin of our moral sentiments, we shall find that almost all of them coincide with 
some part or other of that which I have been endeavouring to give an account of; and that if every thing which 
has already been said be fully considered, we shall be at no loss to explain what was the view or aspect of 
nature which led each particular author to form his particular system. From some one or other of those 
principles which I have been endeavouring to unfold, every system of morality that ever had any reputation in 
the world has, perhaps, ultimately been derived. As they are all of them, in this respect, founded upon natural 
principles, they are all of them in some measure in the right. But as many of them are derived from a partial 
and imperfect view of nature, there are many of them too in some respects in the wrong.” 
- The Theory of Moral Sentiments VII: 1, which truly all such ideas of ‘moral philosophy’ are the mystical 
and worthless guesswork far from all of reality or science. 
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we will make diferent choices under those conditions, where is our uniqueness and free will then? 
Clearly that choice, like every other thing in existence, is merely the result of the environment 
around it; that is, of those chemical activating a certain pathway or another - not any magical 
extradimensional power that goes against those chemicals to somehow make a ‘choice’ of ‘free 
will’. 


Can we choose to be happy? Is it our choice to have depression and with our ‘free will’ we can 
cure it? Rather we need the medicaments that have exactly the molecules that our brain is lacking 
in order to properly activate those normal pathways of ‘happiness’. Can we choose our 
memories? Do we retain them after an accident that damages our brain? Do we retain the same 
behaviours regardless of what happened in such accident? Of course not; since all behaviour and 
all we are is merely the product of that brain structure running its chemical pathways - nothing 
more nor less. 


As photons collide with our eyes it merely disturbs that delicate brain structure by producing a 
chemical gradient in due measure to the strength of that collision; that strength is what we process 
as ‘colour’ and what we do about it depends on the combination of those many photons creating 
an image, that is a certain pattern of disturbance to the general brain structure, so that our 
response and action to it is purely that chemical reaction that it caused, being processed back and 
forth by the ‘memories’ of structures already formed through life, rather than any ‘choice’ - any 
‘conscient choice’ we make, in contrast to the ‘instinctive’ ones, is merely when that disturbance 
falls upon that calculating part rather than an hard-coded behaviour. 


Any drug we take, how hot or cold we are and any other disturbance to those chemical reactions 
will lead to a different response to that stimulus or disturbance; since there is no ‘will’ to make 
some ‘free choice’, but as every other chemical reaction in existence it will follow an exact effect 
to every cause. 


This is not an ‘opnion’; it is not the fantastical imaginations of ‘ego’ and ‘superego’ and all other 
imaginary things made-up by the worthless stupidity of Psychology - it is merely the undeniable 
reality we observe before us. 


And as human knowledge and power converge into one we need to make that reality clear; we 
have this entire time been discussing how harmful it is to follow guesswork and fancies of the 
mind rather than the scientific exact reality - and so we need to ascertain these facts with the 
greatest exactness we can so so that we may produce the best answer to all these problems we deal 
with. 


By thus doing our best to understand our brain and ourselves we can then produce all the 
wonderful medicine that will save people from the crippling accumulated harm to their brain; 
further we will see how to preserve that structure, as natural selection did its usual awful job with 
our limited lifespan due to continual degradation of the cells, be it repairing it or copying that 
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organization into another lasting structure - in contrast to the baseless doctrine of ‘free will’ which 
will give those who follow it that holier-than-thou feeling of being special, but in reality condemns 
humankind to stagnate in that misery of death and disease as they wilfully avert their eyes from 
reality. 


It is today beyond risible how one so-called naturalists argumented to classify living things under 
the kingdoms of Plants, Animals and Men; putting ourselves as distinct and unique from all the 
rest, when the differences in our anatomy to other primates is infinitely less than of a seal to the 
remainder of the carnivore where it is virtually unanimously classified - so that indeed ‘if man had 
not been his own classifier, he would never have thought of founding a separate order for his own 
reception”. 

It was to them an unbearable insult to be classified as an ‘animal’; and still today there is some 
ubiquitous mockery and sarcasm among the most ignorant classes when any mention is made of 
our kinship to the other primates. 


Identically it is impossible to see any seriety and intellect on those who make up ‘free will’ to man 
separating themselves not only from all other chemical reaction and living being, but from the 
very ‘exact and invariable laws of physics’ that they supposedly believe in. 


That very understanding of the world show us that not long ago a single ancestral gave birth to 
what eventually split into some modern monkeys and us; if we have free will, when after that split 
did we suddenly develop it? Or does the monkey already has it? 


Did it develop itself, or does it share that free will with the rats it descended from? Rats that used 
to have hard eggs when once upon a time there was no division between reptiles and we with our 
two fenestral holes; do all reptiles and tetrapoda have free will then? What about the bony fishes 
we all came from; did it already have or did it came into existence after coming onto land? 


And so we can go back from these multicellular organisms to our single-celled ancestors; does a 
bacteria have free will? Even when we can perfectly see that it merely responds to its environment 
so that we can perfectly control its behaviour by putting on its way the due molecules and 
chemical gradients that control the logical gates of its answers to the environment? 


If a bacteria does not have free will, where between it and us did it evolve? And if it has, then what 
about the simple organic molecules that first formed what we call ‘life’? Do molecules and atoms 
also have free will to choose what to bond with and what to do? 


How, exactly, was that free will developed and by which mechanism does it ignore all of that 
physical reality to act independ of all else? 


*’ The Descent of Man VI. 
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We can see how ridiculous the defend of free will becomes in the face of the simpliest facts about 
ourselves and all other living things; that we have never observed any hint of such physics- 
breaking mechanisms and only by pure ignorance and wishful whim it has ever been made-up at 


all. 


All Natural Philosophy used of such fantasies to separate their mind as parts of some divine 
dimention apart from the physical world; and equally all system of ‘sentiments’ and ‘virtues’ as 
perfect Platonic forms that correspond to each existing ‘feeling’ - which foolishness has ruled over 
even the best minds throughout all our History, but which question was finally solved beyond any 
doubt as we found The Origin of Species, including ours. 


All we have ever found that we are is such organization of our brain; which chemical machine of 
nerves evolved by the accumulation of behaviours so selected and in some mammals the more 
powerful tool of the capacity for computation producing new learnt behaviours rather than just 
the hard-coded by the inferior selection on our genes - and so the investigation of all phenomena 
of reality is such direct effect that they have delicately disturbing the chemical gradients of our 
nervous system, Just as every ‘feeling’ is any such perturbation be it produced by such ‘intentional 
action’ as preached by cultists or any drug ingested with such identical molecules that so affect our 
brains. 


There is no distinction thus between such two processes and all mystical ‘moral’ discussion or 
about the metaphysics of the nature of ‘perception’, which vain fantasy is deconected from all 
factual reality - this is quite an extremelly violent assertion, although the disdain of modern 
scientist to the word ‘philosophy’ is widespread, but at this point I am sure you know I do not say 
so by preconceived notions about something I am ignorant about and rather that being throughly 
familiar with human history and its many systems of philosophy I know full well the weight of my 
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words”. 


And indeed on my On the Origin of Subatomic Species I reformed the deficiencies in the 
methodology of our model of the universe, uniting not only Physics into a single system but also 
seamlessly to its arbitrary divisions of Chemistry or Biology and so on, while here now I have 
shown the meaningless of the imaginary divisions of ‘morality’ and ‘ethics’ or Economy and 


”* Aristotle discussing about the soul being made of every element; so that it can then perceive all things by 
already having that thing to interact with. 

Plato goes on about his forms; and since the soul is from divine origin it can thus recognize and feel all those 
things, which is what René says with his ‘je penfe donc je fuis’ - and what acephalous Kant argues that we 
cannot tell reality apart since we only have this limited conection between his fantasy world of his mind and 
the ‘physical world’. 

And so on, as per my earlier assertion, that such is the mindless insanity which questions of pseudo- 
philosophy deal with questioning knowledge itself and the divine nature of morality; which, as shown, knowing 
our Origin and how the brain works dispel all such fantasies, and over ninenty nine per cent of all human 
literature, to the realm of worthless dreams that they belong. 
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Politics, that is of all human affairs, from that same exact model of Physics by which in Logical 
Succession are thus all results and effects selected from their preceding causes. 


All our knowledge converges into one single framework of reality; and that corresponds to our 
Power of achieving our goals for the future - be that the comforts and conveniences of technology 
engineering metal gadjets, the freedom from disease and death engineering our bodies or the 
extinction of calamities and miseries engineering both our natural and social environments, as all 
those are not distinct but part of the same all-pervading Science. 


Now unto some speculative description about that ‘moral’ which so ruthlessly has been the source 
of so much misery in humankind. 


Blind Natural Selection gave us sufficiently beautiful tools as our hands and our eyes, but of 
course such are worthless if we try without further tools of our own creation to try to do some 
detailed work of organizing circuits nanometers wide or the brutish work of breaking rocks with 
our bare hands or to try to observe microscopic germs or distant stars or even the nearby Sun 
with our naked us; as we have seen we have simply what was good enough for survival, but far 
from any ideal and ultimate form - so that we engineer all those tools, be them external or with 
medicine fixing our failing body, in order to achieve further than we naturally could. 


As mentioned about monkeys, they have some inate ‘instinct’ of Justice and many others natural 
behaviours; humans, too, are born already with personalities, as timid or extroverted babies, and 
of course not because of some mystical Samsara and past lives, but because our DNA carries the 
instructions of how to build our brain and many behaviours come hard-coded in - that is ‘instinct’. 


The inate moral is just as our palate; evolved to our advantage to distinguish what is good for us 
and to reject what is harmful - and equally it is commonly wrong in enjoying as good some things 
that only do us harm and to have disgust to the Just bitter medicine which brings health and a 
good life. 


Such pleasures that were so useful for our benefit in acquiring food and reproducing are not 
abused directly by their intemperate harmful repetition as addictive vices that destroy lives; or the 
usage of drogs that simply stimulate those brain pathaways more directly triggering the reward 
system for no benefitial thing - while our aversions and fears which saved us from eating bitter 
toxic substances now have to be ignored for the sake of the medicine which we consciously know 
that will be good for us. 


That is what our inate ‘morality’ is; just as for monkeys it is a set of useful behaviours to live on 
social groups and thus was selected to be hard-coded on our DNA - but, of course, just like all 
other traits it is not some optimal perfection or supreme judge of justice but merely good enough 
for survival on those exact past situations. 


On the Galapagos there are marine iguanas which for millions of years now only had predator on 
the sea; and thus when threatened they have the hard-coded behaviour of fleeing from the water 
and onto the beach - so that when pursued by a human they flee all the day to the beach, but run 
around the beach unable to try to flee into the sea where it would be safe, making it such a 
harmful instinct with that new factor involved since its inate behaviour is only any good for that 
environment it evolved in and was selected for. 


Likewise our hard-coded moral instincts, evolved as irrational primates, are not only not suficiente 
as tools to develop our Laws and all else, but are straight out vestigial characteristics that nowadays 
are almost always a detriment to our faculties of deep rational analisys that can then produce the 
correct answer that will best attain our goal; all such cries of social morality are a pestilence of 
stupidity where we see grown man throwing tantrums when faced with the prospect of taking the 
bitter medicine that is the only and inevitable solution to our miseries - it is hard-coded in their 
brain and they irrationally, by their instinct with no argument, simply do not like it. 


That is what it boils down to. 


On the case of the iguana there, however, we could easily see the correct answer; how harmful its 
instinct was and that we - free from any such instinct - would not be lost unable to know what to 
do, but we would use the computating part of our brain to produce a versatile answer to that 
problem right on the spot. 


That is what I call ‘rational’ in constrast with the ‘instincts’; the later being those hard-coded 
behaviours that evolved for some other environment and far from optimal, the former that 
capacity to produce new answers and learnt to produce optimal behaviours fit exactly for that 
current situation - and also, of course, what allows us to predict thus the future and have 
precience of the result of our actions. 


That plasticity is what is capable of giving us the ‘correct answer’ of how we should behave and 
what we should do; with our irrational inate moral instincts being a pure detriment that, just like 
the iguana, cannot accomplish even what it set out to do - and so I have through this entire treaty 
shown how worthless is that guesswork of moral norms in constrast with rational science, as a 
mere reflection of how our brain works since all human affairs are just such a tiny piece of our 
biology. 


‘It was awful of me to be so attached to a pet idea. That was an ordeal between my mind and my 
heart and it took a while for the mind to win and the heart to accept. Impersonal scientific 
objectivity is a goal to be sought by hard self-discipline; we are not born with it.’, is something that 
Peer says that Sonneborn wrote; and, although he was clearly far from any such monumental 
accomplishment of shedding all morality nor even had such thing in mind, we can now clearly see 
some actual definition for those words - as the ‘heart’ as those hard-coded instincts which are 
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worthless on the search for any Truth and the exact knowledge, from the computating parto f 
Reason, that is necessary for any objective to be attained. 


So that laws are ‘objective’ to create the selective pressure to a better society; the ‘heart’ and 
guesswork of such moral laws are a plague to the future of all - as only the impersonal judgement 
of any environment will lead to the aimed goal. 


Part of our critic was about ‘cultures’; the systems leanrt and passed on by that rational part, 
however which are founded on not solid rational base but the product of those inate morals. 


It seems innocent enough such strange customs and religions as that of hindus in not eating 
certain things because on their imagination they are ‘impure’, but such distorted priority makes 
them feel more agony and regret in eating some nutritive and imnocuous aliment than in 
practicing theft or murder, and that is sick to the extreme; leading to the most terrible scenaries as 
watching their sons get sick and die of hunger since their deficient mind refuses such aliment or 
medicine - and so 1s all irrational behavior based on morals since even when it appears to be 
advantageous in some situation it is always inferior to some rational decision of what is best, and 
on many others it is the most bizarre and unhappy tragedy depriving the individual from the mere 
basic capacity of preserving his life and that of his loved ones.” 

This calculating part is the machine that gives us the capacity to see the future by learning the 
causes to then be able to predict the effects that will come from those previous and current 
causes; and, as discussed on the first section, much more powerful than the Cambrian explosion 
with the arrival of sight so will this one cause a wave of mass extinction as we bioengineer the less 
fit species to extinction and change the niches to those more benefitial ones - this is the next 
grand step on the mentioned ‘means of selection’, and with foresight so greater has the powers of 
selection become. 


The grand source of all the mentioned misconceptions and failure at the art of government are 
due to those vestigial features of evolution that have long become detrimental to us as they often 
overpower the priority of that calculating part, Reason, in decision-making; being thus aware not 
only that ‘emotions clouds our judgement’, but truly of what ‘emotion’ and ‘judgement’ really are 
we are properly equipped in destroying those biases and twisted lenses in order to properly peer 
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The judgment of the community will generally be guided by some rude experience of what is best in the 
long run for all the members; but this judgment will not rarely err from ignorance and weak powers of 
reasoning. Hence the strangest customs and superstitions, in complete opposition to the true welfare and 
happiness of mankind, have become all-powerful throughout the world.” 

- The Descent of Man IV, where rather he should have noticed that viral ideas idea only to reproduce itself 

infecting others, regardless of any benefit or harm to the host, are thus sadly selected for in society. 
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at what our actions will result in - so that we can then direct our endeavours to no longer wander 
lost as we have until now, but course the path that will result in achieving our aims. 


And thus as we take on the responsibility, that is the dangers and benefits, of engineering both our 
society and the planet, which as if guided by the irresistible force of Destiny falls on our hands we 
willing or nill, we must give ourselves the best chance of not messing it up; by abandoning the 
mysticism of preconceived norms and resting on the sure foundations of Science - so that we may 
reach our happy destination by having the virtuous and worthy, those most capacitated, steering 
the ship of the State. 


Just as the brain, the human society produced by it is too just such large scale chemical reaction; 
and the more we advance the art of ‘governing’ it converges with chemestry, where we perfectly 
calculate what each localized interference and pertubation will produce on the whole so that we 
direct that reaction to a desired form. 


I have repeated that many times now, but what exactly is that form of government in concrete 
terms of official position and their functions? On the majority of questions the correct answer Is ‘it 
depends’; and this too is the case here. 


Each country in the modern world is in a slightly different position and what is the best next step 
to them and what they should change has to be tailored exactly to them; a too violent remedy will 
lead to destruction rather than a cure so that by gradual steps the ship has to be redirected to the 
proper course. 


Rather than any dogma and sacred inviolable laws of some institution or policy we at every 
decision merely ask ‘what is the most benefitial to the State?’; so that the answer varies to the 
current situation in question just as the details and exactness of that answer change as our art of 
Political Science advances - so that the best and most lasting I can leave is such quasi-ambiguous 
princible of the exact scientific method of Logical Succession which is to be applied to find the 
answer of each situational problem. 


So I will leave merely a simple sketch of what some end goal of those changes would be like. 


It would be a State managed by not exactly ‘the best manager in existance’, but the most fit for the 
Job; even if one is extremely skilled he is useless if he cannot work well with others; and what we 
maximaze for is the final total result. 


A parliament elected by the people will have that same problems as the democracy; besides that 
even with the greatest genius from the entire world population we could fill a parliament where all 
persons were equally able to judged between such problems of urban engineering, economy, 


208 


medicine and so on™ - so that rather than any division of power for the sake of division or 
representation is a meaningless goal, but we do not have that idealized Greek model of a wise 
phisolopher as the supreme king simply because even if some person had that absolute mastery 
of all skills he still would not have time to exercise them all perfectly. 


To that, then, I envision a government that has its own institutions for each scientific art; akin to 
an university where people are trained in Legislation, in Economy, in Management, in 
Engineering and so on - and where any who has learnt from somewhere else can be tested in his 
qualification. 


That House of Legislation or House of Economy and so on would deal with fulfilling the 
necessities of the government for that skill; rather than any outside vote of the ignorant masses it 
would be akin to the previous example of the fruit when the science had began - the masses no 
longer have any say in what concerns that art and they among themselves discuss and further 
develop that art. 


The House of Management then would have its high council elected amongst themselves that 
would elect their representative who would manage the state; and so on rather than any hand- 
picked minister each governamental institution would have as a focus not training professionals 
for the market, as the worthless universities today that are nothing more than a cartel selling 
diplomas, but using the resources of the State to further improve that art and in turn use it to the 
best possible way in the governing of the State. 


When that high council is divided in its votes to who is the most qualified to represent them as 
president we can follow the Roman system of classes; rather than the corrupt shameful practices 
of king-makers and coalitions being brought over we must delegate the vote to the next best 
qualified - in this case the high council of those other arts who will have to work with that 
president. If that too fails in producing some night unanimity then we can go down to the broader 
councils of the arts; with the ignorant masses being the last class only in the most extreme of cases 
resorted too if we cannot find any better way to decide. 


Truly it cannot stop people from exchanging favours and buying each other out, but it is not the 
masses they have to please to be promoted; and no system can remain functional if all people are 
corrupt seeking their own gain - and that is the only way for those House of knowledge to be 
corrupted, as the other Houses act as checks against the corruption of a group and it will only 
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A line from Adolf; read the third chapter of Mein Kampf for a wonderful critic of the parliamentary sys 
- beautifully describing how in his mind he could imagine no other form of government than that political 
freedom of the parliament, but when we went on continually to watch the debates he realized quite the 
contrary in how inherently corrupted, immoral and unskilled they were as those traits were the most 
successful one for that environment of where universal suffrage is the criterion for power. 
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truly degenerate to be possessed by the unskilled if it is thus that the art itself is erased and 
corruption takes over. 


As the example of the healers; if they fail in providing results and in working then the population, 
that lowest class, can only revolt against it and destroy it to start that art all over again - otherwise it 
does not concern them in any decision of that art, but only those of the stablished House in 
question. 


This is the basic structure of the government to be aimed at; it provides the environment to 
improve the arts and select those most skilled in it to occupy those positions of power for the sake 
of the State - but back to more general terms, it is simply a technocracy built upon those 
principles of Logical Succession, that is by the means of shaping the environment to select for 
those niches to be filled by technical experts rather than the current attempt at ‘technocrats’ which 
is merely the appointment of some random persons who happen to be repulted by one or 
another to be a good manager. 


As I so endorse those teaching facilities I must mention that the reador should not picture 
anything even close to our modern schools and universities; which are a monstrous quartel with 
business corporations very far from any ideal of knowledge and learning. 


The origin of our modern school system was on the usual European revolutions; this time to 
superscede the old system and brainwash into the children their new identity as a nation - and as 
so effective a tool to radicalize people into patriotism it quickly spread. 


It has been so used until very modern times, but as the indolence of peace set in it gradually 
transformed in what we see today; millions of teachers hired simply to hinder any learning the 
students could actually do. 


A friend of mine was keen on conspiratory theories, and even worse on christianism, so that he 
became a teacher and could just spew that to his students; and disagreeing with their master meant 
a failing grade - likewise a professor who had a diploma on geology was a spiritist who used 
dowsing rods because he ‘did not believe on science since they lied saying that the earth was not 
flat’, or the common absurd of someone ‘master in economy’ defending socialism. 


So that even the companies not only require diplomas, but ‘years of experience’; since they know 
that people leave their universities wholly unqualified for any service! 


They leave their two decades of time and all other resources spent on ‘learning’ with the same 
knowledge that the average United Statian, on their developed ‘best nation’, has in geography; that 
was what their ‘learning system’ approved - which risable reality only shows how distant from any 
‘learning’ such system is. 
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I myself never finished high school since I saw how uselessly worthless it is; how all adults knew 
nothing of that they had ‘learnt’ and how I was literally advised to memorize everything quickly 
and then forget it all forever right after being done with the exams - and I was told these 
‘techniques’ pridefully as if it shew their intelligence in adapting so well to what the system 
requires, but to me they revealed only such absolute incomprehensible absurdity of why would 
anyone have to do such a waste of the time of their lives, of their efforts, work and mental 
faculties. 


I thus noticed how it was worth nothing any such discipline or school work which were thrown in 
the trash right after; that the only purpose and criterion to get a passing grade was the submission 
to the authority of the teachers, doing any acephalous uselessness commanded in exchange for 
some grades - a brainwashing that trained the individuals to their adult life obeying their boss. 


Only much later I learnt its history that truly that was the original purpose; and that now it was 
simply abandoned to be the playground of those teachers flexing that compulsory submission to 
their authority and so abuse that opportunity to indoctrinate their fantasies rather than teaching 
anything - and much less is any critic in search of the Truth allowed, but merely to faithfully 
repeat what was told him. 


Where any analysis about the system makes such clear; as the fact that all the teachers prepare 
their classes, exams and everything else for the class - are they all equality capacitated or there are 
some who prepare better classes? If there are why then not institute such as the standard to be 
followed, and save the other millions of teachers to waste their work only to harm the student 
giving him a worse content? For thus the system clearly pays such to cause evil instead of any 
contribution to the learning; and commonly they take the entire liberty, as already said, of 
ignoring completely the material to present their ignorant doctrines since also most of such, as 
again on many places in the United States where proper biology is often banned on schools since 
reality offends their fantastical beliefs, know nothing more than the common man - and obeying 


acquiescing to whatever he says is the only criterion to move on! 


Therefore a considerable part of the population, millions, rather of doing any useful work only 
harm the very society; while consuming such millions of salaries, resources and infrastructure - 
when a delegation of such ‘good teachers’ would cost infinitely less to determinate the optimal 
lessons to be cursed and necessary knowledge. 


Still the army of acephalous teacher only repeating such official standardized content would be a 
great waste, although a gigantic improvement from de current quality, and it suffices to literally 
watch recorded lessons; for decades now there is not such necessity of endless repetition of work 
by hand - they are all functional unemployed who artificially keep their position for the general 
detriment of the nation. 
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But besides such layer of parasites there is the entire worthless idea of transporting children to the 
same place to receive such learning; or that they have to suffer in an identical mould forced purely 
based on the age of each one - the historic beginning shows a great system for such brainwashing, 
but which is perfectly worthless for any transmission of knowledge and professionalization. 


Instead of that horrible system, then, what I have in mind are institutions that truly deal solely with 
learning; not those forced years and a mould, but if one wants to learn how to write he goes to the 
course that deals with just that - if one wants to learn calculus or environmental sciences he can 
take just that course, and receive the diploma for that single skill, once he has also the diploma for 
all the requirise courses in maths or in maths with chemistry with physics with geology for the later. 


To get a job he needs only to have those required skills on a diploma; with an exam to 
determinate if he knows it or not - so that a single week can be enough for some to get a diploma, 
and for other an year, depending solely of their proven skills rather than any worthless 
measurement of hours there in class or submission to the whims of some teacher. 


That is the general view of the institutions, those meant solely to evaluate those worthy of the 
diploma and provide guidelines for skills, I there described rather than anything akin to our 
modern system of universities. 


That longwinded tautology where I repeated the same argument dozens of times upon random 
specific cases was an exemplification to the obvious; that Economy and the Politics of government 
are a science with sharply defined rights and wrongs based not on opinion but the unchanging 
observed reality of this universe - the principles of Economy differ only in name from the 
principle of exact causes and effects which in Logical Succession govern the production of all so- 
called laws and particles in ‘innanimate’ Physics, and which are inherrited by the chemical 
automata studied under the arbitrary definion of Biology as they, and their ideas and societies, are 
Naturally Selected by simply differing degrees of complexity. 


Now, this is all very perplexing. 


The raising of animals for their resources is necessary for life, but many complain about 
‘inhumane’ conditions that animals ‘suffer’ and that they should ‘live a happy life and be killed 
instantly without suffering’; is it ‘moral’ then to surgically cut their nerves or dope them so that 
they do no longer feel ‘pain’? Or hijack their mind to live in happiness in a Matrix-like world 
whole ignorant and not feeling while we butcher them alive? Since ‘suffering’ and ‘pain’ are 
nothing more than those signal responses from the nerves and nothing more; honed to make the 
animal struggle against what it perceives as harmful - just as likewise ‘pleasure’ is honed to seek 
what it perceives as beneficial. 
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The question in that is about humans; pain is an essential sense that saves us from harm, and 
being insensitive to it leads to horrible injuries that would be avoided otherwise. And pleasure we 
know can damn us in addictions of all kinds rather than being a good. 


So what is this society that brings the ‘greater good’? Is it one filled with drug-addicts and people 


laying on their Matrix-bed feeling the greatest pleasure in their dream while their body decays? 


Or should we cut those failed pleasure senses and be guided solely by our intellect in optimizing 
production living like a single collective hive that most assuredly guarantees the survival of our 
species even after the Sun and the Milky Way are extinguished? 


These cannot be answered with any knowledge; science will not give us some ultimate goal or 
purpose in ‘life’, but what we know is that dying is a horrible disease that robs almost all of our 
very limited attention - that the reckless ‘enjoyment’ of burning away the reserves of our natural 
resources will only doom our future or of our children. 


So let us no longer wander lost in guesswork and sweet lies; let us adopt the proper science that 
can infallibly achieve its goals - so that once we are immortal free of all care we can finally be in 
the position to indulge in the discussion of what our Fate will ultimately be. 


